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BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY
OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT
14 FEBRUARY 2014
10:12 AM
Sitting Number 8 of the 2013/14 Session

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

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

MOMENT OF SILENCE
IN MEMORY OF
HONOURABLE LOUISE JACKSON, FORMER MP
The Speaker: Members, just before we begin proceedings (if I can ask that all Members please stand
for a moment) would you please stand while we observe a minute of silence in honour of a former Member, former Minister Louise Jackson, who passed recently.
[The House rose to observe a minute of silence.]

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
11 AND 13 DECEMBER 2013
The Speaker: Members, we have confirmation of the
th
th
Minutes of December 11 and 13 . Members should
have those Minutes.
Are there any objections?
So, the Minutes are confirmed.
[Minutes of 11 and 13 December 2013 confirmed]

been submitted in compliance with sections 5(2)(a) of
the Ombudsman Act 2004.
HONOURABLE DENNIS LISTER—25 YEARS OF
SERVICE
The Speaker: Honourable Members, I would also like
to take this opportunity to congratulate one of our
long-standing Members, MP Dennis Lister, who celebrates 25 years of service in this House of Assembly.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: MP Lister was first elected in 1989. He
was re-elected in 1993, 1998, 2003, 2007, and again
in 2012. So, six times he has been elected. And not
only six times elected, but he has been elected with a
very, very large majority each time he has been
elected. I would just like to reiterate to Members that it
is really good to see a Member who is so hardworking
and caring, and who gives good attention to his constituents.
And this is certainly reflected in the fact that
he has been here so long. He served as the Minister
of Youth and Sport in the first PLP Government, and
then later the Minister of the Environment.
So, again, congratulations to Minister Lister
for his sustainability.

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR

The Speaker: There are no messages from the Senate.

The Speaker: There are no messages from the Governor.

PAPERS AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER
OR MEMBER PRESIDING

The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Minister for
Finance. Minister Bob Richards, you have the floor.

DEMOLITION OF THE TOMBS AT THE MARSDEN
METHODIST CEMETERY IN TUCKER’S POINT—
OMBUDSMAN’S SPECIAL REPORT

CORPORATE SERVICE PROVIDER BUSINESS
APPEAL TRIBUNAL REGULATIONS 2013

The Speaker: I would like to announce that I have
received the Ombudsman for Bermuda Special Report
on the demolition of the tombs at the Marsden Methodist Cemetery in Tucker’s Point. This report has

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 Corporate Service Provider Business
Appeal Tribunal Regulations 2013, made by the Minis-
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ter responsible for Finance under section 39(2) of the
Corporate Service Provider Business Act 2012.
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The Speaker: It happens often.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Right.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister.
The Speaker: It happens often. Thank you. That is
better. That is a better response. Thank you.

PETITIONS

[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: There are no Petitions.

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS
AND JUNIOR MINISTERS
The Speaker: I now will move to Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers.
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, and good morning, colleagues.
The Speaker: Good morning.
2013 FOURTH QUARTER CRIME STATISTICS
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, Honourable
Members will be aware that the Bermuda Police Service released the crime statistics for the fourth quarter
th
of 2013 on January 30 , 2014.
As highlighted by Police Commissioner Michael DeSilva, overall crime continues to fall, and for
the first time in five years, all major crime categories—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Point of order on a Ministerial Statement?
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, yes. Yes, Mr.
Speaker, this is a new year. And the reason I rise on a
point of order is that when the Ministers read out their
Statements, surely copies of those Statements should
be afforded to those on this side.
The Speaker: Yes, that is not the Honourable Minister’s problem, though. That should have been handed
out by the House. So, yes. I do—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But it happens every week,
Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: It happens every week?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: It happens often.

The Speaker: No, no, I understand that he is not in
possession of it now. And we are going to make sure
that you have it.
So, if the Honourable Minister would care to
just hold for a minute.
[Pause while documents were distributed.]
The Speaker: Mr. Fox, also, if you would be so kind
as to ensure that the other Ministerial Statements are
distributed.
Minister Dunkley?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, as highlighted by Police Commissioner Michael DeSilva, overall crime continues to
fall, and for the first time in five years all major crime
categories are also on a decreasing trend in offences
such as murder, assault, robbery and offences against
children.
In summary, Mr. Speaker, I wish Honourable
Members and the public to be aware that:
• When compared to 2012, total crime is down
12.8 per cent, from 3,990 offences to 3,480.
• Crimes against persons fell 9 per cent, from
677 to 615.
• Crimes against the community fell 31 per
cent, from 772 to 531.
• Crimes against property fell 8 per cent, from
2,541 to 2,334.
• And in all, 2013 marks the lowest crime rates
recorded in the last 14 years, a 43 per cent
decrease.
Mr. Speaker, although the latest statistics are
encouraging, as a community we have tragically
learned that one incident of serious crime has lifealtering effects.
Mr. Speaker, in 2013, five people were murdered, three of whom were killed by firearms. I would
like to remind everybody at this time that, If you know
something, say something.
Mr. Speaker, there were nine fatal collisions
that occurred on our roads last year. It is important to
note that we must all obey the rules of the road and
use care as we travel on them. Lives continue to depend on good road judgment. And the Government
will continue to work closely with the Bermuda Police
Service, CADA [Council on Alcohol and Drug Abuse]
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and the Road Safety Council to develop initiatives to
that end.
Mr. Speaker, as mentioned, crimes against
property did show a decrease in the past year. The
Bermuda Police Service continues to remind the public that any suspicious individuals or activity should be
reported to the nearest police station or to the main
police telephone number at 295-0011.
Mr. Speaker, the Neighbourhood Watch 2.0
technology, which was introduced last October, continues to enhance our existing Neighbourhood Watch
groups throughout the Island and garner corporate
support to support it in expanding.
I am pleased to acknowledge and applaud the
police commissioner, his senior command and the
men and women of the Bermuda Police Service for
continuing to build solid community relationships. It is
these relationships, Mr. Speaker, that have strengthened the Bermuda Police Service’s effectiveness in
disrupting the rhythm of guns, gangs, drugs and violence.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to recognise
some of the Bermuda Police Service’s partner agencies like HM Customs, Crime Stoppers Bermuda, the
Family Centre, the Inter-Agency Gang Task Force,
and the wider community. This Government will continue to support the Bermuda Police Service in our
shared mission of keeping Bermuda safe, as we believe that the renewal and recovery of Bermuda is
founded on making our community safer.
Mr. Speaker, as mentioned, the Bermuda Police Service’s enforcement efforts have seen an
across-the-board reduction in crime; but it is important
to recognise the community’s participation and support and actions that have been vital to the decreases
in crime. Mr. Speaker, there is still so much more that
must be done. Safer communities continue to form the
foundation of a recovery of the Island’s economic fortunes.
Mr. Speaker, each of us must work together
as we continue enforcement and preventative efforts.
We all have a shared responsibility to ensure that our
young people have positive environments in their
home, neighbourhoods and schools. The Government
will continue to provide alternatives to the impacts of
the gang lifestyle on our young people, with programmes such as Gang Resistance Education and
Training [GREAT], Teen Peace and Team Street Safe
[TSS].
Mr. Speaker, I encourage members of the
public to attend the upcoming Bermuda Police Serth
vice’s Town Hall meeting on Thursday, 20 of February, at St. James Church Hall where they will discuss
their annual policing plan.
Finally, Mr. Speaker, the quarterly crime stats
can be found on the Bermuda Police Service’s website, www.bps.bm. Thank you, sir.
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The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Minister.
The Chair will recognise, again, Minister
Dunkley.
Yes, Honourable Members should have a
copy of the Statement. Yes, carry on, Minister.
BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE
CADET RECRUITMENT
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
This Statement is on the Bermuda Police Service Cadet Recruitment programme.
Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of National Security
and the Bermuda Police Service [BPS] remain committed to recruiting and training qualified Bermudians
for a rewarding, exciting and challenging career as
Officers of the Bermuda Police Service. To that end,
the Bermuda Police Service recently held the recruitment drive that saw more than 50 young people apply
to become cadets of the BPS. After a comprehensive
selection process that included a review of academic
grades, formal interviews and fitness testing, eight
applicants have been selected for recruitment with
th
effect from Monday, the 24 of February 2014. The
eight comprise five female cadets and three male cadets. The recruitment swells the ranks to a total of 13
cadets currently serving in the Bermuda Police Service.
Mr. Speaker, the cadet programme is an exceptional opportunity for young Bermudians to serve
their community as salaried employees of the Bermuda Police Service. The programme ensures that
cadets continue their educational pursuits, as they
must be enrolled or pre-qualified for an associate’s
degree at the Bermuda College. In addition, salaries
of up to $42,000 per year, Bermuda College course
fees and cadet uniforms are also included in the compensation package. In return, cadets must meet the
high standards of the Bermuda Police Service Code of
Conduct, maintain a minimum 2.0 GPA for each semester, and be willing to make a commitment to serve
as a police constable for a period of at least three
years upon graduation.
Graduating cadets wishing to extend their
education beyond the associate’s degree have the
option of applying for a bursary of up to $20,000 per
year towards the completion of a bachelor’s degree.
Admittedly, Mr. Speaker, this programme is a
significant financial undertaking of the Bermuda Police
Service and the Ministry of National Security. However, even with the current budget constraints, the
value in this programme for young Bermudians cannot
be understated. The cadet programme is more than
just a job. It is a catalyst for the future success of
those selected and their positive contributions to our
community through their continued service with the
BPS or any other field they choose.

Bermuda House of Assembly

600

14 February 2014

Mr. Speaker, the eight most recently recruited
cadets are all Bermudians between the ages of 16
and 21 in good physical and mental health. During
their time as cadets, they will be afforded the opportunity to work in an environment that provides for personal and professional growth. A wide variety of operational attachments will be provided during college
recesses. These cadets will benefit from an exposure
to a broad spectrum of official duties throughout their
time in service.
Mr. Speaker, the current ranks of the Bermuda Police Service are sprinkled with officers who
have passed through the cadet programme and have
remained on with the BPS beyond the obligatory three
years post-graduation. I am sure that each one of
these can attest that their early exposure to policing
with the community helped to build strong personal
values, communication skills and leadership potential,
and prepared them to be outstanding members of the
BPS.
Mr. Speaker, this Government is steadfast in
its promise to provide training, education and employment opportunities. The cadet programme is another example of ongoing initiatives throughout Government to provide real opportunities for professional
development to those who are willing to apply themselves. I am confident that this year’s recruit class will
take full advantage of the opportunity that they have
been afforded. Their desire to use their young talents
in service to Bermuda is a testament to their character, and the BPS will be enriched by it. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Minister for Tourism and Transport, the Honourable
and Learned Member, Minister Shawn Crockwell. You
have the floor.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you and good
morning, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Good morning.
AMENDING THE CARIBBEAN TOURISM ORGANISATION’S (CTO) MEMBERSHIP DUES STRUCTURE
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, I rise to update this Honourable House on my Ministerial Stateth
ment dated June 14 , 2013, where I reported on the
Caribbean Council of Tourism Ministers’ Meeting,
th
which was held in New York on June 6 , 2013. At that
time, I informed Honourable Members that the Government was concerned with the dramatic increase in
the Caribbean Tourism Organisation member countries’ inability to pay their dues, with over 50 per cent
having significant arrears. In fact, the three greatest
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offending member countries owed a combined $1.6
million in dues.
Bermuda has always remained current in paying our dues, and I stated at the Council of Ministers’
meeting that we were not at all pleased with the state
of members’ arrears. I also urged the Chairman of the
Council of Ministers, the Honourable Beverly Nicholson Doty, to come up with an urgent solution for the
situation. It was explained at the time that the CTO
Executive Committee was proposing to amend Article
22(4) of the CTO constitution, which dealt with the
revocation of members whose dues are more than
three years in arrears.
Mr. Speaker, the Chairman and the CTO Executive Committee made this matter a top priority, and
their initial recommendation was to change the rule
contained in Article 22(4) to allow for the revocation of
CTO membership after only one year of arrears, with
consideration given to members with special circumstances such as natural disasters.
The executive committee had already begun
the process of examining the membership dues formula, as well as a revamped Regional Marketing
Fund (known as RMF) dues formula, which was all
part of efforts to make the CTO more financially stable. The CTO’s ability to perform its functions is based
on its financial stability, and this financial stability is
dependent on member countries meeting their obligations to the organisation.
Mr. Speaker, the proposal to revoke a member country after only one year of arrears was considered by the majority of the member countries as being
too stringent, and consequently the CTO Executive
Committee made the following recommendations for
approval:
1. On the matter of membership dues, the annual assessment be billed on or by the first
day of the year and each member is given a
one-year payment plan, interest free. Further,
one additional year is allowed before revocation. This effectively makes 730 days from the
day of first billing to the date of revocation.
2. The executive sub-committee recommended
the development of a proposal for a tiered
membership structure, which would formulate
the provision of varied levels of services at a
range of membership fee options. This would
allow for a greater deal of flexibility and custom-tailored benefits from the CTO according
to the needs of the member countries and
their strategic tourism agendas. The fee range
structure would also include a common base
fee that covers CTO’s recurrent overheads
and provides a minimum level of CTO benefits, but direct provision of additional services
would be linked to benefits associated with
the member’s status in the tiered structure.
3. The forgiveness of outstanding membership
dues arrears for the years 2007 to 2011, total-
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ling $1.9 million. The overriding objective of
the recommendations was not to remove
members, but instead to find a pecuniary solution to keep them in the organisation whilst
making the CTO a viable financial entity.
th

Mr. Speaker, on November 29 , 2013, a position paper was circulated to all CTO members which
outlined the justification of the CTO Constitutional
Amendment and the three-pronged approach to revising the CTO membership dues structure. Subsequent
th
to this, on December 11 , 2013, a document was circulated to the CTO Council of Ministers and Commissioners of Tourism which outlined the proposed
mechanism for calculation of dues from 2014 onwards, which is based on two levels of membership:
1. Tier 1, being the base level, offering a full
suite of basic services.
2. Tier 2, a premium level which attracts a higher
financial commitment based on the additional
services offered at this level.
The proposal was that the Tier 1 level be
based on a merged CTO and RMF fee.
Mr. Speaker, demonstrating the importance
and significance of these proposed, complex issues,
the Chairman of the CTO, the Honourable Beverly
Doty, came to Bermuda and met with me and the Director of Tourism, Mr. William Griffith, on Decemth
ber 10 , 2013, to specifically discuss the recommended constitutional amendment and proposed
changes in the membership dues structure. Ms. Doty
was accompanied by Ms. Faye Gill, the Director of
Membership Services for the CTO, who gave a comprehensive presentation on the various services available to Bermuda through the CTO.
Mr. Speaker, the constitutional amendment
and new dues structure were proposed for discussion
and ratification at a joint meeting of the CTO Council
of Ministers and Commissioners of Tourism and the
CTO Board of Directors in Montego Bay, Jamaica, on
th
January 12 , 2014, which I attended. The revocation
policy required a constitutional amendment, but the
new dues structure only required the approval of the
Council of Tourism Ministers and Commissioners.
Mr. Speaker, a robust debate took place during the joint meeting of the CTO Council of Ministers
and Commissioners of Tourism, and I am pleased to
report to this Honourable House that all three proposals were duly approved. The first proposal was for the
implementation of the revised membership dues structure, which would accommodate two tiers of services
and dues, according to the choice of the member
country.
The second proposal was that the 2012 and
2013 RMF levels be lowered to the levels proposed
for the 2014 RMF dues, with a credit given to those
members who had already paid the 2012 and 2013
RMF dues in full, and Bermuda will qualify.
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The third proposal was that the CTO’s membership revocation policy be reviewed to be changed
to effect revocation of a country’s membership after
two years of arrears, instead of three years as was
stipulated in the present CTO Agreement and Bylaws, with the understanding that the change would
require a constitutional amendment and that there
should be a write-off of 75 per cent of membership
dues arrears for the 2007–2011 period.
Mr. Speaker, the financial impact that these
changes will have on Bermuda is that our dues obligation to the CTO will be adjusted from $124,710 to
$109,100, and our RFM requirement has been reduced from $50,000 to $27,500, an overall reduction
of $38,110. Going forward, the Tier 1 dues payment
would be $136,600, which represents the merger of
the new dues and RFM fees, and the Tier 2 option is
$166,600, which provides greater marketing and research opportunities.
Mr. Speaker, the Government appreciates the
importance of collaborating with our Caribbean
neighbours, particularly as it relates to tourism development. In light of the above changes, we are currently looking at ways to better maximise our position.
And along with the Bermuda Tourism Authority, we
are analysing the overall value of our continued involvement in the CTO.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister.
The Chair will recognise again the Honourable
and Learned Minister. Minister Shawn Crockwell, you
have the floor.
MANAGEMENT AND MODERNISATION OF BERMUDA’S AIRSPACE
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the Department of Airport Operations [DAO] has entered into an agreement with
Boeing Digital Aviation, a business division of aviation
giant Boeing, to study the management and further
modernisation of Bermuda’s airspace. The study will
outline a multi-year plan that would see Bermuda collaborating with the Federal Aviation Authority (known
as FAA) to become a certified Air Navigation Service
Provider [ANSP]. This certification would allow Bermuda to expand its area of airspace for air traffic control management services from its present five-mile
radius out to forty miles, and potentially out to a
greater distance at a later stage.
The study will seek opportunities to accelerate
the fast pace Bermuda already has taken in modernising its air traffic management system by developing
performance-based navigation (PBN) procedures for
arriving, departing and en route traffic. This enhanced
modernisation shall enable airlines to realise greater
efficiencies and improved operational safety.
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Mr. Speaker, in December of last year, I,
along with the Airport General Manger, Mr. Aaron Adderley, travelled to Atlanta to formally sign the agreement at Boeing’s office for Airspace Services. We met
with part of the team of engineers and professionals
that Boeing has assembled to work on this very exciting project. I was afforded the opportunity to spend
time in one of their state-of-the-art 737 flight simulators in order to get an up-close demonstration of the
aircraft’s on-board navigational system. The Boeing
737 is the most widely used commercial aircraft in the
world. This and other aircraft like it stand to optimise
its in-flight navigational performance capabilities when
traversing through Bermuda’s advanced airspace.
Mr. Speaker, this collaboration with Boeing
represents the latest example of a continuous commitment to enhancing and modernising the airspace
surrounding the L. F. Wade International Airport. In
2011, the airport introduced global positioning system
[GPS] technology to create more precise, safer, and
more fuel-efficient landing approaches for aircraft arriving in Bermuda, which at the time placed it ahead of
a comprehensive overhaul initiative by the FAA to
modernise America’s ageing and congested national
airspace.
The initiative, known as NextGen, is designed
to make air travel to and within the United States more
convenient and dependable while ensuring flights are
as safe, secure and hassle-free as possible. The plan
ensures better air traffic control, greater fuel savings,
and enhanced operational safety. These are factors
that are all paramount in today’s aviation environment.
Mr. Speaker, the 2011 project was followed by
the first-phase completion in November of last year, of
a multi-million dollar project that required the adjustment of the approach angle over Ferry Reach to
Runways 1 and 2. This was necessary in order to
comply with newly introduced regulatory safety requirements as specified by the International Civil Aviation Organization [ICAO]. You will recall, Mr. Speaker,
that the project also included the installation of enhanced taxiway and runway signage, and high intensity LED runway centreline lighting.
Mr. Speaker, these recent capital investments
have laid the foundation for us to move forward with
this collaborative undertaking with Boeing to further
modernise our airspace and increase the area over
which Bermuda-based air traffic controllers will manage. This latest initiative will usher in the introduction
of PBN procedures for both arriving and departing
Bermuda traffic, as well as those flights travelling
through our airspace to other destinations. Once
again, GPS navigation technology will be used to ensure that aircraft utilising Bermuda’s airspace fly more
efficiently, more economically, more precisely and
with greater operational safety.
Mr. Speaker, Bermuda’s airspace is of strategic and operational importance to the United States
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National Airspace System [NAS] and is presently controlled by the FAA.
For Bermuda to assume control of our airspace, we must move from the basic air traffic control
tower function currently in place to a more dynamic
operation. There are significant costs in doing so that
involve planning and execution of several projects
related to the installation of automation systems;
equipment and infrastructure upgrades; management,
staffing, training; and the expansion of existing facilities.
Concurrently, by providing certified air traffic
management services for users of our airspace, Bermuda is entitled to recoup those costs via user
charges and implement a continuous improvement
plan for its air navigation infrastructure. This ensures
that the operation of the L. F. Wade International Airport, which already generates more annual revenue
than expenditure when one takes into account airport
departure tax, remains financially self-sustaining,
moving forward.
Mr. Speaker, by assuming management of
our airspace and expanding its modernisation, we are
able to create more career paths and job opportunities
for Bermudians in what is an exciting and fast-paced
industry.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister Crockwell.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Minister of Finance. Minister Bob Richards, you have
the floor.
BD$50 MILLION 4.75 PER CENT SENIOR UNSECURED NOTES DUE 2023
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members will recall
th
that on Monday, December 16 , 2013, the Government of Bermuda raised BD$50 million in 10-year
bonds. Therefore, in accordance with section 2(3) of
the Government Loans Act 1978, I rise this morning to
inform this Honourable House of the execution of this
borrowing transaction pursuant to the requirements of
the Act.
Mr. Speaker, I can now report on this successful capital markets transaction, which raised
BD$50 million in 10-year bonds at an all-in yield of just
4.75 per cent by the Government of Bermuda.
Mr. Speaker, here is a brief synopsis of the
process that led to this successful transaction. On
nd
Monday, December 2 , 2013, the Bermuda Government launched an offering of BD$50 million Senior
Notes targeted at local investors. Butterfield Securities
(Bermuda) Limited was selected as the sole bookrunning manager for the offering. The Ministry of Finance conducted meetings with local investors to provide an update on economic and fiscal developments.
More importantly, local investors were also informed
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of the Government’s plan to turn around the economy
and reduce deficit levels.
Mr. Speaker, this also allowed the Ministry of
Finance to evaluate local market conditions and potential funding opportunities to implement our new
multi-year borrowing strategy, as announced earlier
this year. This strategy will give the Government certainty of financing instead of borrowing on a year-toyear basis in a rising interest rate market, and thereby
locking in low rates, saving on interest costs.
Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Finance has long
discussed using the domestic capital market for some
of Government’s financing needs, and I indicated earlier in the year that if rates of interest were competitive, Government proposed to finance some of its borrowing requirements with the issue of a local bond.
This policy choice was intended to spur more economic activity in Bermuda, to stimulate local capital
markets and to provide Bermudian investors with an
opportunity to feel that they are being part of the development of our country’s affairs. The issue supports
the local markets, as the Government bonds are listed
and traded on the Bermuda Stock Exchange.
Mr. Speaker, highlights of the transaction are
as follows:
th
• On Monday, December 16 , 2013, the Government of Bermuda raised BD$50 million in
10-year bonds at a yield of 4.75 per cent, for a
spread to US Treasuries of 191.1 basis
points.
• Fully subscribed, broadly distributed across
nearly 250 retail, high net worth and local institutional investors (including Butterfield, the
underwriting institution).
• All retail and high net worth investors who
submitted subscription forms by the deadline
received 100 per cent allocations.
• Approximately two-thirds of the orders (66 per
cent) were for subscriptions of BD$50,000 or
less, 90 per cent of which were from Bermudians (individuals and companies).
• The low pricing and decent order book confirmed that the local market has a very favourable view of the Bermuda credit story,
despite ongoing economic challenge.;
• The rating agencies will look on this local issue positively, as they have typically noted in
their reports that a relative lack of a domestic
government bond market for a country implies
less financing flexibility than that enjoyed by
countries able to borrow largely from their own
residents.
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Government and expanded local capital markets. It
has also provided a new investment product and opportunity locally, which keeps capital here on the Island.
Mr. Speaker, while Government was pleased
with the level of demand, we have acknowledged that
the offering occurred within a compressed time frame
for the Bermuda marketplace. Potential investors who
were not able to participate in the offering during the
marketing period and still have an interest in acquiring
local bonds should contact one of the local brokerage
firms for assistance.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable Minister.
Members, we have one other Ministerial
Statement which is not on the list. And, certainly, I
would ask indulgence to allow the Minister for Public
Works to give a Statement on a matter that happened
just recently.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Did I miss yours?
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Yes, sir. I was looking at the wrong
sheet. I was looking at an earlier sheet.
Excuse me, Dr. Gibbons. I do apologise. Yes.
We will take first the Honourable Minister, Dr. Grant
Gibbons, on Bermuda Satellite-1.
BERMUDASAT-1
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Good morning, Mr.
Speaker, and thank you.
st
Mr. Speaker, on May 31 , 2013, you may recall that I provided an update to this Honourable
House on the progress made with respect to creating
Bermuda’s planned satellite network, BermudaSat-1. I
rise today to provide the House with a further update
and more good news on Bermuda’s Space Programme.
Mr. Speaker, this House will recall that Bemuth
daSat-1 commenced operations on April 13 , 2013,
two days in advance of the formal regulatory deadline
set by the International Telecommunications Union
(the ITU). EchoStar-6, a satellite owned and operated
by EchoStar Satellite Operating Company, was successfully moved into Bermuda’s orbital slot, which is
located at 96.2° West Longitude [WL].
Mr. Speaker, the House will also recall my
statement that, although BermudaSat-1 had commenced operations, it had to fulfil a mandatory 90-day
waiting period before it could officially be brought into
use. I am happy to report that Ofcom, the UK regulator, confirmed to the ITU that BermudaSat-1 was de-

Mr. Speaker, I am pleased with the results of
this successful bond offering, as it was the first local
public bond offering by the Government of Bermuda
for many years. I am also particularly delighted with
the competitive rate attached to this issue. This transaction has created a new source of funding for the
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ployed and maintained at 96.2°WL for the required
period of 90 days and had therefore had been bought
th
into use one week before the August 19 , 2013, deadline set by the ITU.
Mr. Speaker, as the Minister with responsibility for Telecommunications, I am guided by the licensing regime for satellite networks, as defined by the
Satellite Network Notification and Coordination Regulations 2007. As per these Regulations, I have now
issued to SES Satellites (Bermuda) Limited (SESB),
the designated operator for the BermudaSat-1 satellite
network, the third and final certificate, namely, the
Certificate of Coordination. This Honourable House
will recall that I issued SESB with the first two certificates—that is, the Certificate of Compliance and the
Certificate of Competence to Engage in Coordination—in March of 2013.
Mr. Speaker, SESB, having met the prerequisites for a full operating licence, was therefore issued
the licence authorising them to operate a space station in our satellite network. I am delighted to inform
this Honourable House that the culmination of the issuance of the three certificates and the licence is the
execution of an agreement between the Government
of Bermuda and SES Bermuda Limited.
Cabinet has authorised the execution of the
Orbital Resource Use Agreement between these parties, which grants SESB the exclusive right to commercially develop the satellite orbital resource located
at 96.2°WL. This agreement is an exclusive commercial agreement between the Government of Bermuda
and SESB Ltd. It is designed to ensure that Bermuda’s rights are protected and that the orbital resource is optimally developed.
Mr. Speaker, the need for exclusivity is a
practical requirement to ensure that, should it be
commercially and technically viable to host multiple
satellite networks in the same orbital location, all of
these networks are under the operational control of
the same operator. This agreement is for a 15-year
period and is subject to renewal by mutual agreement,
provided that SESB is in full compliance with the
terms and conditions of the aforementioned licence.
Mr. Speaker, this Orbital Resource Agreement
is the first of its kind in Bermuda and has enlisted the
cooperative efforts of experienced resources from
both the satellite industry and the legal profession. I
note that these experienced resources were available
to the Ministry through personnel already under contract with the Government.
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to report that this
agreement represents a significant milestone in the
decade-long quest to develop Bermuda’s primary
space asset, while also playing a role in diversifying
our economy.
I reiterate my sincere thanks for the stellar efforts made by the Assistant Cabinet Secretary with
responsibility for Policy, our consultants, SES and colleagues in the Ministry of Education and Economic
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Development in helping to achieve the vision of the
late Member of Parliament, Dr. John Stubbs.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
The Chair now recognises Minister GordonPamplin.
Minister, you have the floor.
WALL COLLAPSE AT PALMETTO ROAD
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning to advise this
Honourable House that, resulting from the very heavy
rains that pounded the Island overnight, there has
been a major wall collapse at Palmetto Road. The
affected area is east of the section of roads that has
been the subject of attention for the past year.
Today’s collapse caused debris to rain on the
houses below. Ministry engineers are on site evaluating the damage and the structure of the wall and the
underlying foundation. Equipment has been brought to
the site to clear the road beneath to allow the Perimeter Lane residents free access and egress. The
cleanup to the affected houses will commence as
soon as the engineers can confirm that there is no
further danger of collapse.
Palmetto Road has been closed from Roberts
Avenue through Saint Monica’s Road. Electric poles
were felled during this incident, and from very early
this morning, BELCO, the Ministry of Public Works,
and the police department mobilised and appear to
have the situation under control. Bystanders are
asked to cooperate with the authorities by not crowding the area, to ensure maximum public safety.
The Government will be working with the affected area residents, who have undoubtedly been
traumatised by this early morning experience. The
department has also been advised of other rock face
collapses and other area flooding across the Island,
and all reported complaints are being evaluated.
I will continue to update this Honourable
House on the developments and the resolution to
these challenges.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.

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

QUESTION PERIOD
WRITTEN ANSWERS
The Speaker: We now have the Question Period.
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The Honourable Premier was to provide answers to the Parliamentary Questions from the Honourable M. A. R. Bean.
Dr. Grant Gibbons was to provide answers to
Parliamentary Questions from Mr. G. A. Blakeney,
companies applying for a licence under the Companies Act.
The Honourable T. Moniz was to provide answers to Parliamentary Questions from Mr. Z. J. S. De
Silva on the National Health Plan.
The Honourable Shawn Crockwell was to provide answers to the Parliamentary Questions from the
Honourable W. L. Furbert on the Tourism Authority.
The Honourable Premier was to provide answers to Parliamentary Questions from the Honourable T. E. Lister.
The Honourable Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, if
you will hold, because your answers are oral. The
Honourable P. Gordon-Pamplin also to provide answers to questions from the Honourable D. P. Lister.
And the Honourable S. D. Richards to provide
answers to Parliamentary Questions from Mr. W. H.
Roban.
For all intents and purposes, I am told that
those Ministers have gotten back to the Members who
were asking the questions.
We now have the Honourable Patricia
Gordon-Pamplin to provide oral responses to Parliamentary Questions from the Honourable D. V. Burgess. So, I recognise the Honourable D. V. Burgess.
QUESTION 1: VACANT PUBLICLY OWNED AND
QUANGO BUILDINGS
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, would the Honourable Minister
please provide this Honourable House with the square
footage and location of publicly owned and quango
buildings that are currently vacant?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, Mr. Speaker.
The publicly owned and quango buildings that I have
lists of, I will start with BLDC [Bermuda Land Development Corporation] Southside vacant building. There
are some that are habitable. I have divided them between those which are habitable and those which are
uninhabitable. I have total square footage of 43,428
over 11 buildings at BLD Southside.
There are some in commercial parks near Old
Number 3 Gate, and there are some that are under
negotiation. I have Wallace Point Road, Number 16,
which was last rented November 13, 2013. Wallace
st
Point Road last rented 31 of August 2013. The first
has 3,824 square feet; the second, 2,437 square feet.
The Speaker: Just a minute, Honourable Member. I
notice someone in the Gallery with a BlackBerry.
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Your BlackBerry should be in your pocket at
all times.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The third, 9 Walst
lace Point Road, last rented 31 of August 2013,
3,873 square feet. Number 9 Wallace Point Road,
st
3,581 square feet, also last rented 31 of August
2013. Number 10 Wallace Point Road, 3,581 square
feet. There was no record of when it was last rented.
Another, 9 Wallace Point Road, 3,712 square feet,
st
last rented 31 of March 2013. This is when the tenants moved out. And all of those buildings are habitable.
The Old Post Office, Lower Gates Road, Office Number 1, is 3,040 square feet. It is habitable. It
is near Number 3 Gate. There is no record of when it
was last rented. The same with the Old Post Office,
Lower Gates Road, Office Number 2, which has 342
square feet, also no record.
We have the theatre at 27 Southside Road,
st
9,375 square feet; 31 of December, the last tenants
moved out of. Number 2 Wharf Street, St. George’s,
4,284 square feet, and 8,080 square feet, both of
which have no record of when the tenants moved out.
All of those are deemed to be habitable. The last three
are under negotiation.
I also have uninhabitable buildings. I have a
total of 170,923 square feet. Number 9 Wharf Street,
2,300 square feet and no record of when it was last
rented; former Club Azure, 5 Whaler’s Hill Road,
st
16,463 square feet, last rented 1 of December 2008;
Lily Field Place, 31 Southside Road, 24,000 square
feet, last rented approximately 2003; number 11 Longfield Road, 5,949 square feet, no record of when it
was last rented; number 8 Southside Road, 1,224
th
square feet, last rented 30 of September 2007; Police Station building in the rear, 8,042 square feet, approximately 2008 when it was last rented; White’s,
st
Southside Road, 38,400 square feet, last rented 31
of August 2012; Racquetball court, 2,024 square feet,
last rented 2008.
There are three properties at Pompano Road,
one at Tudor Hill, one of which is 23,000 square feet,
the other 39,199 square feet and the third 5,508
square feet. There is no record of when they were last
rented, and all of these are deemed uninhabitable.
The last under the BLDC umbrella is Commanders House, which is at Morgan’s Point in Southampton. It is 4,760 square feet, and it was last rented
in 1994. It is also deemed to be uninhabitable.
I have the WEDCO buildings . . .
Mr. Speaker, I am not sure whether the Honourable Member wants me to do as I have just done
and go through individuals. I will take your guidance
on it, but I am quite happy to give the Minister copies
of the schedule.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, I will take
copies of it instead.
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The Speaker: Okay, thanks. All right. Good. Thank
you.
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ing the availability, by fourth quarter 2014 for this said
information.
The Speaker: MP Burgess?

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will provide copies.
The Speaker: Right. If you would, that would be good.
Thank you, Honourable MP Burgess.
Carry on, MP Burgess.
QUESTION 2: VACANT PUBLICLY OWNED AND
QUANGO BUILDINGS
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, yes.
The second question: Would the Honourable
Minister please provide this Honourable House with
the square footage and locations of buildings that
Government has new rental agreements since December 18, 2012, exclusive of renewed leases? And if
it is a whole lot, you can do the same thing, provide
me with the information. I do not mind.
The Speaker: Minister, your call.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: It might be easier
to provide the Honourable Member with a listing so
that we can have that information, if he is amenable to
that.
The Speaker: Okay. All right.
MP Burgess?
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you. That is
fine.
The Speaker: Okay.
QUESTION 3: VACANT PUBLICLY OWNED AND
QUANGO BUILDINGS
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: The last question, Mr.
Speaker: Would the Honourable Minister please provide this Honourable House with the percentage and
acres of residential property owned by nonth
Bermudians as at January the 15 , 2014, inclusive of
permanent resident certificate holders?

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you very much, Minister.
We now go to the Ministerial Questions on the
Ministerial Statements. I recognise MP Furbert. MP
Wayne Furbert, we are looking at the crime stats.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Ah. So if you could get that, Minister,
we will take someone else while we wait.
On the airspace, Minister Crockwell is not
here. Where are our Ministers?
On the airspace management, I recognise first
of all, MP Furbert.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: On airspace management, you did not
have a question on that?
All right.
MP Scott, you have a question?
QUESTION 1: MANAGEMENT AND MODERNISATION OF BERMUDA’S AIRSPACE
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, good day. Good morning, Mr. Speaker. Thank you very much.
My question for the Minister, the first question
is . . . He did mention that there are significant costs in
this project. What is the exact number of that cost to
the country?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
That is the whole purpose of the study. The
feasibility study will give us more precise approximations of those costs.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Supplementary?

The Speaker: Minister?
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the Ministry of Home Affairs is
actually responsible for the property that is owned by
non-Bermudians and permanent resident certificate
holders. And in consultation with the Ministry of Home
Affairs, this information is currently under review. And
I am anticipating the availability, or they are anticipat-

SUPPLEMENTARY
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Does the Minister have an
idea of how much or how long it will take for this initiative to pay for itself?
The Speaker: Minister?
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I can state that we expect
the project to take five years to be complete. But in
terms of the revenue, again, that is what the study is
going to be about. We have some internal approximations, but I would rather not state that. The whole point
of doing this feasibility study is to get some hard numbers, to know exactly what type of revenue we can get
from this and also what the entire capital project will
cost.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
MP?
QUESTION 2: MANAGEMENT AND MODERNISATION OF BERMUDA’S AIRSPACE

607

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: And another supplementary.
What is the nature of the jobs that the Minister anticipates will be created?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I will get back to the Honourable Member with that. Thank you.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
I recognise . . . You have a supplementary,
MP Brown?
Mr. Walton Brown: I do, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right.
SUPPLEMENTARIES

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: My second question would
be, in the interest of what he mentioned about career
paths and job opportunities, how many jobs does he
project, or do they project, that this initiative will create?

Mr. Walton Brown: I was just wondering if the Minister can identify whether or not UK approval was necessary for this expansion in the airspace?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, it is.

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I will give an undertaking
to get the number. We just know that, obviously, more
specified, technical individuals will be involved. How
many, I do not know.
The Speaker: Thank you.

Mr. Walton Brown: And just a further supplementary?
Have there been any challenges or any impediments
with regard to achieving that goal?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: We had some initial
questions posed by the UK Government, and we were
able to negotiate with them to get their approval to
proceed.

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Supplementary?
The Speaker: Yes.
SUPPLEMENTARIES
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Does the Minister have any
idea when these jobs will be made available?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Depending on the outcome of the feasibility study, and if we can get on with
this, we hope within the next few years we will see job
opportunities in this field.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Another supplementary.

The Speaker: Thank you.
We will move back to the Ministerial Statements by Minister Dunkley on the crime statistics. And
I will recognise MP Wayne Furbert.
QUESTION 1: 2013 FOURTH QUARTER CRIME
STATISTICS
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, we note that the crime has decreased in 2012 to 2013. Would the Minister agree
that, due to policies and legislation and resources
given to the police by the PLP, [these] have significantly aided with the decrease in our overall crime
rate?

The Speaker: Yes?
The Speaker: Minister?
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Would the Minister be able
to confirm that the jobs created would not go to nonBermudians or people on work permits?

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I was not
part of the PLP Government, so I would not want to
comment to be in error in certain areas.

The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: It is certainly the intention
that Bermudians will be trained for these positions.
The Speaker: Thank you.

The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Minister.
Yes?
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, would the Minister agree that from 2009 to—
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[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: This is a second question, yes?
QUESTION 2: 2013 FOURTH QUARTER CRIME
STATISTICS

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, you should. The Minister should be aware of what is going on.
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Yes.
From 2009 to 2012, overall crime reduced by
44 per cent? Would the Minister agree that the overall
crime rate decreased from 2009 to 2012 by 44 per
cent?

The Speaker: Thank you, MP. Thank you, MP Furbert.
I recognise now MP Terry Lister. MP Lister.
QUESTION 1: 2013 FOURTH QUARTER CRIME
STATISTICS

The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I will have to check the
numbers.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Yes, that was the second question.
MP, you have a supplementary?
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: This is another one.
The Speaker: Final question.
QUESTION 3: 2013 FOURTH QUARTER CRIME
STATISTICS
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The Minister mentioned in
his paper, Mr. Speaker, that the assault decreased in
2012 to 2013. But the report by the police says that
the serious assaults increased from 2012 to 2013.
Can the Minister confirm that?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Can the Honourable
Member refer to the exact part of the Statement he is
referring to in that question?

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the Minister said on page 3, “the
Neighbourhood Watch 2.0 technology, . . . , continues
to enhance our existing Neighbourhood Watch[es]
. . .” which is an excellent thing.
In my constituency, the Neighbourhood Watch
team at George’s Bay was selected. However, we
have an effective Neighbourhood Watch group over at
Woodlawn Road and in the back there, where we
have been challenged. We have been very challenged, far more so than in George’s Bay Road.
Would the Minister be willing to move or add
to and include Woodlawn Road as one of the
Neighbourhood Watch groups that have the enhanced
technology and enhanced programme?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Most certainly. I will talk to
the Member afterward.
The Speaker: Thank you.
All right. The Minister’s Statement on the cadet intake. MP Lister, did you have a question on
that?
QUESTION 1: BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE CADET RECRUITMENT

The Speaker: MP Furbert, go ahead.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: On page 1, Mr. Speaker, the
Minister says, “. . . all major crime categories are also
on a decreasing trend in offences such as murder,
assault . . .” and so on.
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The question was, by you
saying that it decreased in 2013, but the police report
says it increased, serious assault.
The Speaker: So?
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: You will get back to me on
that one, too?

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, I did.
The Minister has pointed out that there were
50 applicants, 8 of whom were successful. I wonder if
he might be able to explain to this House what the
predominant reason for rejection was. That is a very
low intake, of 16 per cent. What really has caused that
number to be so low?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Interesting question. The reason why the
number is so low is just because of the financial constraints we are under. We could not, Mr. Speaker, expand the budget any further past the 13 that we have.
If we had the funding, we would have tried to take
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more on. But it is simply a matter of funding. We expanded the programme from five to the current number because we managed to juggle some resources
and work with the police for what we could do. So
really, it is a matter of funding.
The Speaker: Thank you.
MP Lister?
QUESTION 2: BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE CADET RECRUITMENT
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am very pleased with that answer. It indicates that we have found the number we
needed, and more. That being the case, I want to turn
the question around a little bit and see if you can actually tell us how many of the people that were not
taken on, that 42, were actually qualified and therefore
could not be taken on because of the financial limits,
and what has been said to them to let them understand that they are qualified, that they are highly regarded, that we would like to work with them in the
future and we simply have a funding issue today.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I will get
back to the honourable colleague. I do not have that
information here. I will have to break it down.
The Speaker: Okay. Thank you, Minister.
No questions on the CTO membership.
We did the airspace management.
On the bond issue, Minister Richards, I recognise MP David Burt. You have the floor.
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The Speaker: Yes. Supplementary?
SUPPLEMENTARY
Mr. E. David Burt: Absolutely, a supplementary.
As a supplementary, Mr. Speaker, I would say
that I was certainly surprised as well, because when I
was in the Ministry of Finance, we received—
The Speaker: That is a good question.
Mr. E. David Burt: We received advice that it would
be a higher rate than we would get and there would
be different things. So, this certainly bodes well for
future financing.
The supplementary question that I have is,
given this narrow rate, and given the need, the view,
especially when we heard Minister Gordon-Pamplin
speak about certain infrastructure issues earlier, does
the Minister have any consideration of possibly accessing the domestic market again next year for some
additional funds?
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Well, certainly, it is something we are considering. But there are limits.
But I would like to say to the Honourable
Member that we were given that song and dance, too,
about how it required premium rates. And I just rejected it. I said, That is not happening. It is not logical.
There is no reason why we should be paying a premium to borrow Bermuda dollars. After the participants in the market came to understand that I was not
playing that game, he started to get more reasonable.
And that is how that happened.

Mr. E. David Burt: Good morning, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
The Speaker: Good morning.
QUESTION 1: BD$50 MILLION 4.75 PER CENT
SENIOR UNSECURED NOTES DUE 2023
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, in regard to the
Statement by the Minister of Finance on the issuing of
the Government bonds, I would like to congratulate
the Minister (the Minister of Finance, of course) for a
successful local offering and getting to this point because it is very good.
Though, Mr. Speaker, there are many factors
that contribute to the interest rates, the spread of this
issue over 10 years treasury was 37 basis points narrower than our issuing that we did early in the year on
the US market. Can I ask the Minister if he was surprised by the low rate that we were able to attract?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Yes. I was surprised and
pleased.

Mr. E. David Burt: And, Mr. Speaker, I would say that
is welcome news.
I will move on to question number two, if I
may, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
QUESTION 2: BD$50 MILLION 4.75 PER CENT
SENIOR UNSECURED NOTES DUE 2023
Mr. E. David Burt: Because when we discussed this
issue in September, and I posed the question to the
Minister regarding the access of small investors to this
local dollar bond, the Minister said, and I quote, “We
put small investors at the front of the queue. Every
small investor should be able to get what he or she
wants. And what is left over will go to large investors.”
[Official Hansard Report, 13 September 2013, page
1973]
Can I please ask the Minister, how does he
define “small investor”?
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QUESTION 1: WALL COLLAPSE AT PALMETTO
ROAD

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Actually, I cannot remember what the criteria were. But I can tell you that
every individual investor who made an application got
what they wanted. So, I cannot remember the exact
definition. But certainly, retail investors, high net worth
investors, non-institutional investors got what they
wanted. And that was the objective of the whole thing.

Mr. Michael A. Weeks: In reference to the Statement
by the Honourable Minister on the recent collapse of
the wall on Palmetto Road, I have a question. How
soon are we going to get to the major work on this
wall? Because we have been going back and forth on
that for a year now.

The Speaker: Yes, MP Burt?

The Speaker: Minister?

SUPPLEMENTARY
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.
The
minimal
subscription
rate
was
BD$10,000. And when speaking with my constituents,
there were some who wanted to access it, but were
not able to come up with the money. And there was,
as the Minister mentioned, such a small time.
In the future, if the Minister is looking at doing
this, would he consider giving instructions to the bank
to lower the minimum rate so that more Bermudians
might be able to participate?

The Speaker: MP Weeks, yes?
QUESTION 2: WALL COLLAPSE AT PALMETTO
ROAD

The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Well, I do not want to be
a defender of banks. But it was my criteria, not the
banks’. All right? (I see my banking friend here chirping in the background.) It was the Government’s criteria. And there is a trade-off between the size and the
efficiency. And it is an arbitrary number.
But what I think I would do in the future, as
opposed to lowering the minimum rate, I would give it
more time. I think we were kind of constrained with
time. And if I had to do it all over again, I would have
more time available for people to understand for us to
make a longer pitch. We understand that retail investors . . . You know, in professional capital markets,
everything is very compressed. But in Bermuda’s
situation, we needed to make, I think, some allowances for the Bermudian situation. If I had to do it all
over again, I would devote some more time, give people more time to make up their mind.
The Speaker: Thank you.
MP Burt, are you okay? All right.
MP Lister, did I have you down for a question? Good. All right.
We now move to the Statement by Minister
Gordon-Pamplin, and I will recognise MP Michael
Weeks.
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and
good morning.
The Speaker: Good morning.

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, the
wall that collapsed this morning is not the one—I
made very clear—it was not the one that was the subject of attention over the last 12 months.
But that particular one (I think that is the one
to which the Member is referring), work is being undertaken as we speak. It has been budgeted for, and
it is sort of on the list of the next things to do. It is being treated now as a priority.

Mr. Michael A. Weeks: I will try not to cause any confusion, Mr. Speaker. But along that stretch of Palmetto
Road, it is really like 200 or 300 feet. And it may not
have been the particular wall, but all that is intertwined. And as I brought to the attention of the House
on a few occasions, when the engineers went out last
year we asked them to investigate the other walls and
the stability of them.
The Speaker: Your question?
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: So the question is, How
soon? Because I think that it has to be addressed
sooner rather than later. And secondly, what is going
to be the cost to the residents?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, from
the information that I have, it is still a little premature
to be able to give costs. Obviously, that collapse, the
major collapse that we were speaking of today, happened this morning. And we are not even yet sure
how stable that cliff face is at the moment. I had the
opportunity to go on site and have a look at it. And
even the Police Department made me wait on the
other side of the street. There is a safety issue. So we
do not really know at this point. As soon as the engineers are able to evaluate the safety of the structure,
then we will be able to get a whole picture.
As I mentioned to this Honourable House, I
will continue to update this Honourable House with
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respect to developments and the resolution to these
challenges. But it is a priority for me, and I will make
sure that I will keep this Honourable House apprised.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister.
Members, that concludes our questions.
We now have congratulatory—
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: We still have questions for the
Honourable Dr. Gibbons on BermudaSat-1.
The Speaker: Well, why are you leaving out Dr. Gibbons this morning? No, it has to do . . . Actually, I am
referring to (I must change this sheet) an earlier Order
of Business sheet. Yes. Let me get this out of the way.
Okay. Good.
MP Blakeney, you have the floor.
QUESTION 1: BERMUDASAT-1
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
With respect to the Honourable Grant Gibbons’ Ministerial Statement, would he be kind enough
to share with this Honourable House who actually
makes up the proprietary stakeholders of SESB? In
other words, who owns SESB?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I recall that it was a jointly owned company
between EchoStar and SES, which is the satellite
company. So it was EchoStar.
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The Speaker: Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, certainly, I think as Honourable Members will know, the
former Government essentially started the progress to
bring the satellite, the orbital slot, into use. Unfortunately, they were unsuccessful, and it was the current
Government that, in April of this year, was actually
able to get the satellite into space.
I think it is fair to say that the former Government did start the process. But when they left office,
they had nothing except for large invoices and bills.
We were fortunate to be able to find a satellite in the
last year to bring into the spot. But it was partially hard
work on the part of a number of people, but it was also
partially luck. Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you.
MP Blakeney.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Just so difficult to give credit
to the Progressive Labour Party. I understand; politics
at play again.
The Speaker: Question, Honourable Member.
QUESTION 2: BERMUDASAT-1
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Mr. Speaker, with regard to
the second question, also on page 3 it is noted that
the networks would be under the operational control of
the same operator. That, in my mind, suggests there
is a level of monopoly at play.
How would the Minister describe competition?
And was there a process of tendering? Or was there a
sole-source process?

SUPPLEMENTARIES
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Supplemental. And who
might the majority stakeholders, individually, be?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, both
these are publicly owned, very, very large companies.
The Speaker: Yes. MP Blakeney?
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, supplementary.
Mr. Speaker, on page 3 of the Statement, the
Honourable Member gave significant credibility to
former, and the late, Honourable Member John
Stubbs. However, I believe that credit is due where
credit is due. And he mentioned that it was diligent
work done over the last decade.
Would he not agree that a significant amount
of that due diligence that laid a significant path for the
success that we enjoy today with regard to the satellite space is attributable to former Ministers of the
Progressive Labour Party Government?

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I think
there are a couple of issues here. And let me just try
and pull them apart.
As I said in the Statement, as a practical requirement it is difficult to provide space. An orbital slot
can take up to four different satellites. We have one in
there right now, which is EchoStar 6. When you start
to put other satellites into the same orbital slot, there
are issues of interference between the satellites. And
that is why, from a practical perspective, it does not
make sense to essentially provide other satellite operators, in the event they were actually able to put a
satellite in that spot.
We know how much difficulty we had to get
the one in there. It does not make sense to provide,
from a practical perspective, other satellite operators
to provide satellites in that spot because of these interferences in what are known as coordination issues.
So, hopefully, that answers the question for
the Honourable Member.
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The Speaker: MP Blakeney.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, not particularly, because of the technical expertise that can be availed to
sort out those kinds of interference issues, not unlike
terrestrial radio stations where you have a number of
radio stations operating different signals.
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ning speed, I would imagine that there will be developments that would allow for a much more efficient
satellite technology so that there would not be these
kinds of interference issues.
With respect to that same line of questioning,
what is the footprint in our particular satellite? Where
does it look over? I believe the United States, but
could you give us an accurate footprint?

The Speaker: Question?
SUPPLEMENTARIES
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: But be that as it may, what
would be the competitive disadvantage of there being
just a single operator that other satellite users may
want . . . that has an interest to deploy satellites into
space? What competitive disadvantage does the Minister anticipate?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the issue is interference and
trying to get additional satellites with different companies into the same spot. The Honourable Member will
possibly be aware that, even when you have satellites
in neighbouring slots, there are issues of coordination
and interference. When you try and put more than one
in the same slot, it becomes very difficult.
One of the huge issues we had, which made it
hard to get the satellite in the slot by April, was there
were neighbouring satellite slots occupied by US satellite companies that effectively objected to our bringing the EchoStar 6 into the slot we currently occupy.
And those are in neighbouring slots. So there are
large issues of coordination and interference, which
allow objections by others.
Fortunately, the FCC allowed the satellite
EchoStar 6 to be moved from 77˚WL where it was to
96.2˚WL, but we had to overcome in a very short period of time potential inference issues from other satellites that were in other slots. So, when you look at it in
the perspective of putting them all into one slot, it becomes much, much more complicated. And I think that
is the reason here.
I think it is also important to say we have had
no interest at this point by other satellite companies in
putting a satellite, in addition to the EchoStar 6, in the
current slot. Obviously, if those arise, we can address
them. There is a period of 15 years here. We will have
to see how it works out. But I think we are obviously
hopeful that SES and EchoStar may be interested in
putting additional satellites. But that is yet to be determined. They are still working on the marketing or
the resale of the slot we have in 96.2˚WL. Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. I am happy with that
answer. With technology the way it advances at light-

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
It is a little difficult to describe a footprint. I
think there are maps that I could probably find for the
Honourable Member that would show that. But suffice
it to say that the US currently, because of the moratorium on foreign-owned satellites, is not available to us.
That goes back to 2005. But we do have a great access to not only Latin America and also what I will call
the oceanic region on the western side of the United
States. From both an aviation and a ship perspective,
Bermuda is currently in the footprint, and as is the
Caribbean as well.
So it is a very large footprint. It would extend
as far as Alaska as well, but that is a US facility.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: But the nice thing
about 96.2˚WL is it is right over Kansas, and so it has
got great access to the US if that moratorium is ever
released. Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: And my final question, Mr.
Speaker?
The Speaker: Yes.
QUESTION 3: BERMUDASAT-1
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: With that in mind, because
with such a large footprint it gives a phenomenal
amount of potential revenue depending on, again, the
demand. So, what is the Government’s projected
minimum and/or maximum revenue potential that
could supplement Bermuda’s financial coffers?
The Speaker: Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, it is too
early to determine what that revenue might be. Obviously, if the US was included, it would be larger. But
right now, I think SESB Bermuda is working—they are
a wholesaler. They are working with a number of different companies to try and get a sense of who would
be interested. As I said, it can range from Latin America, Caribbean, the oceanic area and also aviation.
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The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair recognises . . . yes, you have a
supplementary? Yes, carry on, MP Scott.

in this case about a space industry. We are not talking
about telecommunications, specifically. So I think the
Honourable Member is perhaps a little confused.

SUPPLEMENTARIES

The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
That is it, sir.
Yes. MP Brown, do you have a supplementary?

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes. Good day.
Mr. Speaker, I would just like to ask the Minister as a supplementary, when he said that SES is a
global company, but SESB is a local company. And
on page 3 he said, and I quote, “I note that these experienced resources were available to the Ministry
through personnel already under contract with the
Government.”
If it is such a global company, could the Minister let us know who the local subject-matter experts
that were already on Government contract are?
The Speaker: Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
The Statement is particularly referring to the
Orbital Resource Use Agreement. And the experts
that I was referring to there are legal experts, one of
whom was Ken Robinson.
The Speaker: Okay. Thank you.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Another supplementary.
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: When it came to what the
Shadow Minister asked about the . . . Would the Minister not agree that the global telecommunication industry is a billion dollar industry?
The Speaker: Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I guess
I would agree that the telecommunications industry is
a very large industry. I am not sure I would agree with
his number, but there we go.

SUPPLEMENTARY
Mr. Walton Brown: Supplementary. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I just wondered if the Minister can answer the
question. I appreciate the comment that it is early
days, in terms of calculating the potential revenue for
Government. But can the Minister at least indicate
what formula or what structure for the generation of
calculation of Government revenue is in place with
respect to this agreement?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I am
going to seek your guidance here a little bit because
the actual agreement is covered by a fairly strict nondisclosure agreement, for proprietary commercial reasons. But I will say that the agreement itself is well
within industry norms and is worked on a percentage
of revenue.
The Speaker: Okay. I think that is fair. Yes, yes.
All right. I think that concludes. I did not miss
any other Ministers; did I? All right.

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR
OBITUARY SPEECHES
The Speaker: We now move to congratulatory and/or
obituary speeches.
The Chair will first recognise the Honourable
Premier. Premier Craig Cannonier, you have the floor.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I want to thank you also for the opportunity
this morning for a moment of silence for former MP
Louise Jackson. I think we were all pretty stunned that
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you.
afternoon, by mid-afternoon receiving text messages,
You have another supplementary?
calls, myself having received the call that, unfortunately, she had passed away.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, one more supplemenI think we all have our personal stories, and I
tary.
am sure that the House probably will want to be assoWith the telecommunications being a billion ciated with this. I think we all have our personal stodollar industry and this satellite being under the Gov- ries that we can tell of our interactions with the former
ernment’s control, would the Minister not agree that it Louise Jackson, the former Honourable Member. I
would only be right that the Minister and Government think even today, it continues to play on people’s
MP’s declare their interests in the telecommunications minds.
industry?
My interaction with her was just, compared to
many others’ here, short, just a couple of years. But I
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I am do recall her tenacity, yet at the same time, her willnot sure exactly what he is driving at. We are talking ingness to have fun. And I recall the opportunity she
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had to, with the Honourable Member De Silva, to on
Valentine’s Day, which we are celebrating today . . .
She came to me and she said, Should I do that? And I
said, Of course! Of course! He would love to give you
a kiss.
[Laughter]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And a lot of people were
saying, Nay, no, no! You know, the politics gets involved there, and, No, you shouldn’t do that.
But I believe that she will continue to live on.
Her legacy continues to be here in the room, and her
daughter being in this Honourable House as well.
So, we all want to say thank you to a life that
was dedicated to what we believe to be the most
beautiful place in the world, and that is Bermuda. Her
time will continue on.
The OBA also unfortunately suffered very
soon after that another member who had passed
away, and the name of Devrae Noel-Simmons, a
great sport enthusiast. And I can recall the last conversation I had with him was on the football field. And
we were having a good time at football. We all know
that he was a great rugby enthusiast as well. So, to
his family we give our condolences. And I am sure
that the House here many times has had interactions
with him. I am sure the House would probably want to
be associated with that.
But really and truly, Mr. Speaker, when some
of our Members pass in the likes of a Louise Jackson,
it gives us all an opportunity to reflect on what really is
important, and that is one another.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Member from Hamilton Parish, MP Derrick Burgess.
You have the floor.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, we on this side of the House
would like to be associated with the remarks concerning the former Member, the Honourable Louise Jackson. It certainly was a loss to Bermuda.
Mr. Speaker, whilst I am on my feet, I would
like to send condolences to the family of Hilda Marie
Smith, a long-time teacher, taught for 30 years at the
Talbot school in Harris’s Bay. In fact, that was the first
schoolteacher I had. And during her tenure at the Talbot school for 30 years, she never missed a day, not
even a day sick. And she was at the Packwood Rest
Home for 20 years. In fact, it was 2009; she was a
great piano player. She played the National Anthem
for the Queen while she was here. In fact, one of the
CNN reporters marvelled at her ability to play, even
though a bit jazzy, as he said, she played that tune.
And I know she will be sorely missed by her family.
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Mr. Speaker, at this time also, I would like to
send condolences to the family of Mr. Robert Johnston, a long-time member, former President, former
Chief Organiser of the Bermuda Industrial Union
[BIU], certainly a freedom fighter, a dedicated, faithful
and loyal servant to Bermuda and to the Bermuda
Industrial Union. Mr. Johnston joined the union when
he was 16 years old, in 1948. In fact, he served as
vice president under Martin T. Wilson. And when Martin T. Wilson was appointed to the legislature, Mr.
Johnston became president for almost 10 years. Mr.
Johnston certainly will be sorely missed by his family
and all those from the BIU and, I would imagine, those
who knew him in Bermuda.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Minister for Finance, MP Bob Richards. You have the
floor.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated
with the remarks of the Premier as it relates to our
dear friend and colleague, Louise Jackson.
My association with Mrs. Jackson was one of
those classic Bermudianisms, Mr. Speaker, where she
knew me before I knew myself. And I first became
aware of her actually as a PE [physical education]
teacher at the Berkeley. My first year at Berkeley . . .
She kind of left, I think, when I was in the second
form. She went to the UK with her husband.
But I was there for the first year, the first year I
was at Berkeley, and she was responsible, as I recall
very vividly, for not only PE, girls’ PE, but also for
something called the Spring Festival at Berkeley,
which I know, Mr. Speaker, you will remember vividly
as a young man. And she, Mrs. Jackson, was responsible for putting on a number of events that were very
important to the young men of the day. Because those
events that she sponsored featured the young ladies
of the day. So she was very popular in that respect.
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is right. Some very,
very pleasant memories come from that.
But of course, Louise and Albert Jackson
were very close to my family, my parents. And I came
to eventually know Louise as a friend and colleague
myself. The gap of the years did not seem to matter
with Louise. We just became very, very good friends.
And having sat on the other side of this aisle for a
number of years with her, Mr. Speaker, I can say I
have never met a more fearless person in my entire
life. When she believed and had a conviction in something, there was no one that could take her off that
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case. She would just keep fighting and fighting and
fighting.
That was the character of the woman. And
everyone who came in contact with her knew that she
was genuine. And once she believed in something,
she would keep fighting for it to the end.
So, quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, I will definitely
miss Louise, not only in this House, but all around. I
miss her very much. I would like to pass condolences
on to Deborah and Susan and the rest of the Jackson
clan. Thank you.

course, MP Michael Scott, MP Blakeney, MP 25-year
veteran Dennis Lister.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member Richards.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
and Learned Member from Sandys, MP Kim Wilson.
You have the floor, the learned Member.

Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: So, all glory to all of Somerset!
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
First of all, I too would like to be associated
personally with the condolences in respect to the late
Honourable Louise Jackson. She and I had an opportunity to travel on the Commonwealth Parliamentarian
Association conference in India. And we had a very,
very good time together. Dame Jennifer was also in
attendance, as well as the Clerk, Ms. Wolffe. And I
have some really great memories, particularly as we
sat in front of the Taj Mahal and did the Lady Di picture in front of the sea. And we just had a very, very
good time. And I remember her, and I think that her
tenacity as a female politician in what is seen by many
as a male’s role speaks volumes. And I am just hoping that her legacy will continue.
On a happier note, Mr. Speaker, the Silver
City has returned.
The Speaker: Oh, has it?
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I would like to have this House
send congratulatory remarks to the Friendship Trophy
winners, the Somerset Cricket Club, who (am I allowed to say “thrashing”?) thrashed Hamilton Parish,
4 to 1.
[Laughter]
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Defeated, okay, defeated 4 to 1.
Seriously, Mr. Speaker, I am sure you would
like to join in on those congratulatory comments.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: He stays in Hamilton Parish, so
that is okay.
In any event, Mr. Speaker, if I can ask this
House to send congratulations to the Somerset Trojans for the winner of the Friendship Trophy. And we
would like to associate Minister Scott, MP Weeks, of

[Inaudible interjections]
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: And also the Honourable MP
Kenneth Bascome. In extending the wins for Somerset, you will also note that the Somerset Eagles won
the Shield on that same day.
[Desk thumping]

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will recognise . . . I will take the
Honourable Minister Wayne Scott. You have the floor.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
As the Minister for Sports, I will also point out
that, you know, with those wins of Somerset, that PHC
won the PDL. So it was a great day throughout the
country all around.
[Desk thumping]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: And I will associate my
Shadow, Mr. Weeks, and MP Lawrence Scott as well.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to also be associated with the remarks for Louise Jackson, who was
very dear to me, her cause for Bermuda are so interconnected. Her husband was, of course, the brother
of my uncle’s wife, who actually was the grandfather
of the Member Lawrence Scott over there. So we are
always connected everywhere.
You know, also, with the Olympics going on,
Mr. Speaker, I would like to have congratulations sent
to Dr. Tucker Murphy. Of course, he is the only Olympian representing Bermuda in the Winter Olympics. Of
course, we made quite a stir walking in with our Bermuda shorts, and of course we have to give him credit
for that. He actually competed in his event today, the
Men’s 15-kilometre classic, and I believe he finished
th
84 or so, but a good job for him.
I would also like to point out another Bermudian, although he skated for France. But she is a
Bermudian, figure skater Vanessa James. And of
course, any time we have one of our people out there
in any capacity, it brings some pride to Bermuda. You
know, looking at our up-and-coming Olympians, the
Bermuda gymnasts, these young ladies who just recently participated in the ICI Chicago Style gymnast
meet in Chicago, I would like to also associate Member Weeks.
They returned home with 12 medals, Mr.
Speaker, and I will not go through each of their individual events. But I will just call out their names:
Gabby Vincent, Tabytha Hofheins, Danielle Wall,
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Sydney Mason, Clara James, Ava Marshall, Gianna
Webbe, Zantae Dill, and Anna Francoeur just finished
outside the medals, those two, but also had strong
performances. So all in all, they done Bermuda well.
And I would also like to give congratulations
again to Roy Allan Burch, who I am sure will be representing Bermuda in the upcoming Summer Olympics,
because he actually just competed in the 2014 Sunbelt Championship meet in North Carolina last month,
won the 50-yard freestyle as well as the 200-yard
freestyle.
So we have got some great athletes here in
Bermuda, as well as some good football teams up the
country. So, thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
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, the convention is that we have
two minutes. But I have three people that I would like
to mention. With your guidance I might go beyond the
two minutes.
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on, Honourable Member.
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, I want to first of all
ask for this House to send condolences to the family
of Ms. Georgine Hill. Mrs. Hill was one of those pioneers in the struggle for a more just society, and the
entire House wishes to be associated with this, Mr.
Speaker. Before the Progressive group formed in
1959, Mrs. Hill and her group organised protests and
boycotts of the theatres and playhouses in Bermuda
in the early 1950s. So, very courageous.
She was also involved with a group called the
Association for Bermudian Affairs, which produced a
document called [An Analysis of Social Problems],
which was the template used by the protesters in
1959 to protest the segregation in the theatres. Mrs.
Hill was a quiet, but strong, principled and determined
individual. It is important for us to recognise this, because too many of us do not fully appreciate how history has shaped what we are today. So, I am very
grateful that the entire House wishes to be associated
with this letter of condolence.
I also, Mr. Speaker, want to be associated
with the letter of condolences to the family of the former BIU President, Mr. Robert Johnston. Not only was
he a president of the BIU for 10 years (or thereabouts), Mr. Speaker, he was the president during
perhaps the most tumultuous time in the BIU’s history,
because there was the famous, and in some people’s
interpretation, infamous BELCO strike—and some call
it a riot—in 1965. It was fundamentally a battle about
trade union recognition. And Mr. Johnston was a
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leader during that time. It was a classic confrontation
between the old oligarchy and working people. And it
was about recognition.
Even though the union lost the battle over
recognition, because BELCO created a company union, it led to the legitimisation of trade unionism. And
so when the BIU went to unionise hotels later on,
there was not even a battle over unionisation. As we
reflect on events that have transpired in the past two
or three weeks, Mr. Speaker, I think all of us should
appreciate that, were it not for the leadership in the
BIU, we would not be benefiting from the numerous,
numerous pay packages, benefits that we now take
for granted today.
Mr. Speaker, I want to finally comment on the
passing of a scholar, an academic scholar, who may
be known by very few people in this House, but who
had a tremendous impact on the intellectual development of a generation of scholars. I speak, Mr.
Speaker, of Stuart Hall. Stuart Hall died this week.
Jamaican-born, Rhodes Scholar, Oxford educated, he
transformed our notions about multiculturalism, national identity, race and gender. He is the only person
I have seen, Mr. Speaker, to actually receive a standing ovation when they announced that he would give a
speech. He was so remarkable, so recognised within
academia, that his legacy will live on.
He helped to form the Centre for Contemporary Studies at Birmingham, tremendous analysis of
media, race. He was responsible for a pivotal book
called Policing the Crisis that looked at race and mugging in England. I think that all of us could do well to
read some of the writings of Stuart Hall because it has
tremendous relevance for our country today.
So, Mr. Speaker, if you would get those acknowledgements placed, please, I would be most appreciative. Thank you very much.
The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
and Learned Minister for Tourism, Minister Shawn
Crockwell. You have the floor.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to join in the chorus
of condolences to the family of Louise Jackson, of
course, a colleague in the House for many years with
myself. She encouraged me, Mr. Speaker, in 2007.
She and her husband encouraged me quite often to
get involved in politics, to run. And she had always
been extremely encouraging throughout my career, a
fabulous lady.
What a lot of people may not know, what
caught me by surprise was in the back room, when we
would be socialising and having chit-chats and dinner
and the like, I remember one time the guys were talking. She was the only female in the room. And, you
know, we started to tell some jokes. And we said,
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Well, we can’t say these jokes in the presence of Mrs.
Jackson. And she says, No, no, no. You can go ahead
and tell jokes. And not only did we tell the jokes and
she enjoyed them, she came back with some stronger
jokes, Mr. Speaker.
[Laughter]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And that was just the lady
that she was. She fit in. She had energy like I have
never seen. Despite her senior age, she was more
energetic than most of the young Members.
But, Mr. Speaker, on a positive note, I would
like to have letters of congratulations go to Mr.
Bushara K. Bushara, who was the recipient of the
BHA Hotelier of the Year Award for [2013]. He serves
as the general manager of Newstead Belmont Hills,
also for the golf operations at Belmont.
You will know that he has a great deal of passion for tourism. In addition to his love for tourism and
hospitality, he is an avid footballer. And I understand
that he played for some of the Trojans under you as
the coach at the time.
The Speaker: That is right. He was such a good
player. That is right.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: So I would like to add the
Honourable Members Zane De Silva and Glenn
Blakeney in those congratulatory remarks.
Also, a letter of congratulations to Mr. John
Jefferis, who is a Bermudian hotelier who was named
by the International Caribbean World Awards as Entrepreneur of the Year. We are all aware that Mr. Jefferis has won awards for his contribution to the travel
and tourism industry and for his innovative and creative business skills. I would also like to add Mr. Glenn
Blakeney. The Opposition would like to be included,
the whole House included, in those congratulatory
remarks.
Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would like to have a
letter of congratulations go to the organisers of this
year’s Bermuda Regional Bridge Tournament for
2014. Mr. Speaker, we had 370 visitors attend for this
event that was doubled in the last two years. Katrina
Van Pelt was the organiser this year and last year.
And what is amazing, the first time I attended was last
year, when the director said he thought it was a good
idea for me to go to the event. I was like, A bridge
event? Man, this is going to be boring. I can tell you,
Mr. Speaker, they danced into the wee hours of the
morning. They had a good time. They loved coming to
Bermuda, and it was a great time. And this year was
no exception; we had a fabulous time. So I would like
to congratulate those organisers for putting on yet another fantastic year.
We are a long way from what it used to be
some years ago, but we are definitely getting back
there. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Member from Sandys South, MP T. E. Lister.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I actually was not expecting to be called. So thank you very
much.
The Speaker: Why would I not call you, Honourable
Member?
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Sorry?
The Speaker: Why would I not call you?
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Well, actually, that is the question.
[Laughter]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, while we are here
being jovial, I actually want to start with a condolence.
Just last night, a constituent of yours, a friend of mine,
Mr. Clive “Rope” Philpott, passed away. Mr. Philpott is
well known in the Sandys community. He, as you recall, worked at Robinson’s for many, many years. He
started there in 1953 in the boatyard. He then moved
into the gas station, where he continued until 1994,
and he retired then. If you lived in Somerset, you had
to know Rope.
What a lot of people did not really remember
is something that you and I had the good fortune to
bring out last year. Last year, for Heritage Week, we
had a night of memories. And Rope came along and
spoke about the Somerset Eagles and told us about
how he actually was the founder. Back in the day, he
was not just the founder; he was the captain, he was
the manager, he was the treasurer. He was everything. And so today, the Honourable Kim Wilson offered congratulations to Somerset Eagles for having
won the Shield trophy just a few weeks ago. And I
want to be associated with that. But all of that came
from the efforts that Mr. Rope Philpott put in many
years ago.
You recall that, upon retirement, he moved
down to the Dr. Usses Cann seniors facility at Rockaway. He was very happy there when we visited with
him, and he will definitely be a loss. So I do want to
extend condolences. Associate the Honourable Dennis Lister, the Honourable Zane De Silva and the
Honourable Glenn Blakeney, all of whom, you notice,
are White Hill boys or Somerset boys in one way or
the other. So, we give acknowledgements where they
should.
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Secondly, Mr. Speaker, since we met last,
Bermuda had another highlight and a great first in that
Nahki Wells transferred to Huddersfield. He went at a
very high fee, a record fee. I want to associate his
former club vice president, the Honourable Mr. Michael Weeks, and the Sports Minister, Minister Scott.
You know, not only did he transfer, but he blazed out
of the gate, scoring in his first three goals. I think
Wells is on his way to greater and greater things, and
really deserves congratulations.
Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet, I also
want to extend congratulations to a favourite couple,
Marjorie and Quinton Talbot, who just recently celebrated 60 years, and they said it, “marital bliss.” So I
accept that, 60 years of marital bliss. I have known the
Talbots for years. Their oldest son, Mel, was in my
class at West End, so that is late 1950s. And they
have been steady in the Somerset community all of
these years. I want to associate the Honourable Kim
Wilson, the Honourable Dennis Lister, the Honourable
Michael Scott, who obviously knows them quite well.
Mr. Speaker, also on my feet, I want to congratulate Ms. Karen Smith on accepting the new post
of Programme Manager at the Centre of Philanthropy.
Ms. Smith is a former schoolteacher who worked in
that field for many years, and has now moved over in
an area where she can offer help to Bermudians in
another way.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Honourable Minister for Economic Development, Minister
Grant Gibbons. You have the floor.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to be associated with the condolences to the family of the late
Louise Jackson, a friend, a colleague and as I think
everybody in this House knows, a very passionate
advocate for many things, including seniors.
What the House may not know was that back
in 2003 when I invited her to run as a candidate for
the United Bermuda Party, it actually took some armtwisting. But she accepted, and I think the rest is certainly history. We all can respect the legacy that Mrs.
Jackson provided.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to send condolences to the family of a Bermuda resident, Mr. Arthur
Rankin, long-time resident, certainly a very wellknown filmmaker, a wonderful individual, a gentleman
and somebody who was very generous in his adopted
country of Bermuda. I would ask that condolences be
sent to his wife, Olga.
While I am on my feet, I would ask that congratulations be sent to the two new fellows at Bermuda College, and those are Dr. David Saul and Dr.
Victor Scott, who were inducted in a ceremony a few
weeks ago. Also to congratulate the college on their
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Science Week, which was held a week or so ago as
well.
Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would also ask that
congratulations be sent to Dellwood Middle School,
the winners of the Random Acts of Kindness competition sponsored by Chain Reaction and through Cornerstone Church as well.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
and Learned Member from Sandys. MP Michael Scott,
you have the floor.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated
with the condolences offered by the Minister of Economic Development and Education to the family of Mr.
Rankin, and to his widow, Olga Rankin, especially.
Mr. Speaker, this is Black History Month, and I
would like that this Honourable House take note of the
fact that we have begun celebrating Black History
Month in Bermuda. I want a congratulations note to be
sent to a new entity that has been able to get behind
Black History Month, namely, Masterworks [Museum
of Bermuda Art]. The General Director of Masterworks, Mr. Tom Butterfield, instituted a Black History
Month event called Paint It Black, and it is being
shown in the Rick Faries Gallery at Masterworks, and
I invite all Honourable Members to go and see the
works of celebration of our black artists in our country.
Black History Month has been celebrated,
starting in the United States, Canada, Brazil and
Germany. And I am glad to see that Masterworks has
taken the opportunity to feature celebration of renowned and celebratory black artists so that our people, and our children, in particular, can take note.
Mr. Speaker, on a note of sadness, I ask that
this Honourable House extend condolences to the
family of Mrs. Ruth Riley, who passed over the break.
We ask that condolences be sent to Pam and to
Paula, Myron and Steven, all of the family of Mrs.
Ruth Riley, a great Somersetonian, member of Saint
James Church, but a wonderful woman of Sandys.
Mr. Speaker, thank you.
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise—you
have been waiting a long time—the MP from Warwick.
MP Jeff Sousa, you have the floor.
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker. Actually, I have to change that around. At first I would have
said Good morning. Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker,
Honourable Members and, of course—
[Laughter]
The Speaker: Careful now, Member, careful.
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Mr. Jeff Sousa: And of course, those in the listening
audience.
I certainly want to be associated with the
comments from the Premier in regards to my former
colleague, Louise Jackson. I can honestly say that I,
like many people in Bermuda, loved Louise. She was
such an awesome woman in many ways. I did personally know her and her husband, Albert, for many
years. I was very fortunate in my first bid for the
House of Assembly to have Louise accompany me
many times in 2012 before that election.
Mr. Speaker, I also would like to be associated with the condolences sent to Georgine Mary
Russell Hill, MBE. Georgine was born in Boston, but
certainly made her adopted home very special to her.
Georgine was an artist, educator and a civil rights activist, as we heard earlier and we have seen in the
newspaper in the many columns. I, like many, learned
so much from sitting down and talking to Georgine
Hill. I honestly wish I had taped these conversations,
because I felt that I was in the company of royalty.
Of course, she leaves behind her son, Hilton
Grey Hill III, and daughter, Dr. June Hill, and of
course, her two grandsons that she loved dearly, Jay
and Russell Butler. Those that attended her funeral at
Saint Paul’s AME Church would have heard the many
tributes that were given to this awesome lady.
Georgine, I do hope you are having a great
time catching up with your dear friend, Louise.
Sadly, Mr. Speaker, I ask the Honourable
House to also send condolences to the family of Tiffanelle Pitcher Francis. It is always so difficult when
we lose such a young one as we did recently on our
small Island. And even though Tiffanelle was only 10
years old, she had touched many in her short life. And
this was heard at the Seven Day Church in Hamilton,
a packed church, from her fellow teachers, principals
and many. My heart goes out to her mom, Tiffanelle
Pitcher, and Dad, Garwin Francis, and of course,
grandparents as well. No one wants to lose a child,
Mr. Speaker.
I, of course, would also like to be associated
with the condolences sent to my dear friend, Devrae
Noel-Simmons. Devrae was a giant of a man, and of
course, was a gentleman that loved Bermuda and actually put his hat forward to run to sit in this Honourable House. So I honestly would like to send condolences to his wife and the son he leaves behind.
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Member who is smiling the most, the Honourable
Member from Hamilton West.
[Laughter]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I
thought for a minute that you were upset, because I
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knew that Somerset beat Hamilton Parish, and I
thought you were taking it out on me, too.
[Laughter]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I stand here
this morning on two points. First of all, in regard to
Louise Jackson, the Honourable Member. I remember
the first time she entered the room for the United
Bermuda Party.
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, the Leader at
the time, was the Honourable Grant Gibbons. But I do
remember because I said to the Honourable Member,
Grant Gibbons, because I was very much involved in
those days in recruiting other people for the United
Bermuda Party, such as some of the Members that
are sitting on that side of the House. So I do remember that.
I remember Louise coming, and I said, Grant,
what are you doing? You know, because she was up
there in age. And I said, Well, what can she deliver for
the party? But let me just say she was a great advocate for seniors. And we have seen the contributions
she has made over the years. So I take it back, knowing that Louise Jackson was one of our great Parliamentarians in this Honourable House. And we are
going to sadly miss her, and when we heard of her
death, we were shocked.
Mr. Speaker, I also have to stand on recognising, as a matter of fact, the oldest resident in Bermuda. That was Hilda Smith, great-aunt for Marc
Bean. I did not realise she was his great-aunt, because she is also my cousin. Many people are not
aware that a lot of people in Hamilton Parish live a
long time. I spoke at her funeral; as a matter of fact, I
sang. Of course, who else is going to sing in Hamilton
Parish? And I said to them, there were three reasons
why people in Hamilton Parish live a long time: one,
because they live in Hamilton Parish; two, because
those individuals attend a church called Evangelical
Tabernacle on top of Flat’s Hill; and third, because I
was their representative. So we all realise why people
in Hamilton Parish live a long time.
But Hilda Smith was the granddaughter of
Ernest Furbert, who was the first black Member of
Parliament in Hamilton Parish. And to be honest with
you, that is the gentleman, my great-great-uncle, who
started my career in starting politics. Because when
Ernest Furbert died, his brother, who was W. B. Furbert, my great-grandfather, took over. Then when he
stepped down, Georgina Hill, who was also a cousin
of mine, took over from my great-grandfather. So it
stayed within the Hill dynasty until the Hortons came
along in the late 1998, as a matter of fact. I said, How
in the world can a Horton come along in Hamilton Parish and beat a Furbert? But that was—
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The Speaker: Because he is a Horton!
[Laughter]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That was understandable.
But that was very understandable. Of course, at the
end of the day, it got back into the family hands.
So, let me just say that we recognise Hilda.
Hilda, like I said, lived a long time, 106. She was
around the time when Mark Twain came to Bermuda
in the early 1800s [sic]. No one in this Island in this
room has been around since Mark Twain. But Hilda
was there, Aunt Hilda, in the 1900s. But 1907, she
was born. And, as my honourable colleague and Deputy Leader also said, how she played for the Queen at
102 years old. This lady could still . . . Her mind was
there. She was able to play, and many of us benefited
from her teaching in Hamilton Parish. As a matter of
fact, the house that she lived in is one of the oldest
houses in Hamilton Parish, up there on My Lord’s Bay
Lane. So, the family will miss Aunt Hilda, but her
memories will go on. Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
I have got to recognise the Honourable Member all the way down in Pembroke, the Honourable
Member Jeanne Atherden.
MP Atherden, you have the floor.
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I want to start off by associating myself with
the condolences that will be sent to the family of the
late Louise Jackson. I can say with pride that I attended Louise’s ballet school. And I danced, and I did
tap and ballet and pointe, et cetera.
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: And because I do not want
to use up any of my two minutes, I will have to talk
about that later.
But I want to say that it is very important for
people to remember that at that point in time, Louise
had a school that lots of people went to. And you did
not worry about after school where you were going.
You were leaving school straight to go to one of her
classes. And it taught you discipline, and you really
got to develop yourself. Lots of people went abroad
after that to do lots of things, not just dance. But the
discipline that you learned there was very important.
Just as important that I knew Louise as a
friend. Louise and the late Eugenie Brown and I used
to spend lots of Christmases getting together, talking
about what women did and doing things that women
would engage in when you want to have some fun.
But more importantly, when I went into politics, Louise
also was a mentor, because I was in the Senate, and
Louise was up here for Health. And she used to share
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her briefs with me. I used to say she was one of those
very open individuals that, if you had an interest and
you shared an interest, she was so open-hearted.
I miss her. I know we will all miss her. We
used to go to the hospital and talk about what used to
happen down there. I am very pleased that we have
Susan here. Before she left, she made sure that we
were organised as it relates to health, and we are going to keep on lots of the ideas that she had.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to be associated with the remarks of congratulations to Dr. Tucker
Murphy. I must admit I got up this morning to actually
see him competing. And it was nice to see him coming
in and the fact that he was highlighted.
I would like to have congratulations sent to
Karla Lacey Minors on her selection to a senior management role in the new Tourism Authority. I remember her from—and I see Sylvan and Jeff Sousa, as
well as Walton and Kim. I remember her from—
The Speaker: Honourable Members.
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Sorry, Honourable Members. I do apologise, all Honourable Members.
I remember her from the Bermuda Hospitality
Institute when she had a programme to create junior
chefs. And my grandson participated in it. He can now
cook for me whenever I choose. But I know that she
will bring her creativity and talent, and Bermuda will
be well served by her joining the new Authority.
I would also, Mr. Speaker, like to be associated with the condolences sent to the family of Devrae
Noel-Simmons. I knew Devrae when he first decided
to enter the political field and actually was one of
those who got involved in convincing him that he had
something to offer and therefore he would benefit by
getting involved. Rugby was his passion. And we
would also talk about what he was doing for rugby,
what he was doing for the young people. And even up
till his untimely passing, he was still involved. Mr.
Speaker, his son, Dante, and his wife, Susie, were the
centre of his universe. I know that we will all miss him.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Member from Warwick, MP Lawrence Scott. You have
the floor.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
HOUSE VISITORS
The Speaker: Just before you begin, I see in the Gallery there a couple of former Members of the legislature.
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An Hon. Member: Your former running mate!
The Speaker: Yes. Former MP and Minister, Arthur
Hodgson, who was my running mate.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: MP Furbert would remember that.
[Laughter]
The Speaker: And also, Senator Llewellyn Peniston.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: Sorry, Member.
[Congratulatory and Obituary Speeches continued]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I
just wanted to be associated with the condolences for
MP Louise Jackson. I would like to give my interest,
which is she is my great-aunt. And what I do remember fondly about her is that she emphasised that, even
though we may have sat on either side—and when I
say “we,” the families, the Scotts versus the Jacksons,
sat on opposite sides of the House—we were still one
family. What I appreciated is that when I won my seat
at the same time that her daughter, MP Susan Jackson, won her seat, she was just as equally thrilled for
our wins.
I would like to also go on to speak to Ms.
Georgine Hill who—once again declaring my interests—was my godmother and whom I will sorely miss
because she lived within walking distance of my residence. We used to sit down and talk for a couple of
hours at a time. One of my fondest memories is that
she had this dog named Dasher. And it took me
probably about 20 years to realise that the original
Dasher had passed away multiple years ago, and she
just kept getting the same type and colour of dog.
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Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker, and good afternoon.
I take this opportunity to stand to my feet, like
many of my colleagues, to be a part of the condolences being extended to the family of one lady, also a
politician in a man’s world. But never did she ever give
a sign of weakness, as some people might want to
identify women as being. She was the epitome of
strength, determination, and as we have already
heard, tenacity. But most importantly for me, she was
the individual who sat beside me when I first came
into the world of politics many, many years ago. And
together we learned the ropes the hard way. But she
is an individual whom I will admire and will always
keep in mind. I am delighted to know that I actually sit
beside her daughter now, who also shows the same
tendencies, strong and determined to always speak
on behalf of those individuals whom they feel that they
need to speak on behalf of.
I would also like to be associated with the
condolences sent out to Devrae. I did have the opportunity to stand beside him when he decided to put his
hat into the political world.
In addition, Mr. Speaker, I just want to throw
out the word “happy.” Happy! I am really surprised
that it has not come to the floor yet. But I am sure it
will after I take my seat. And that is the Happy that
has gone viral on behalf of Bermuda, directed by Andrew Kirkpatrick. It has taken Bermuda around the
world in so quick a time, I think that has astounded
many people. We have seen individuals on Happy
promoting Bermuda in the way that we want to know
that we are, we want the world to see us as. We went
from the town crier in Hamilton to the town crier in St.
George’s, to me being dunked, although a fraction of
a second. I am very proud to be part of Happy.
But I am hopeful, and I would encourage the
new Tourism Authority to take a look at the production
and know that Bermuda would be well promoted in the
hands of the likes of the director and those individuals
behind the theme of Happy.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

[Laughter]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: But also, another thing is
that her husband, Hilton Hill, was also one of the
founders of the local fraternal chapter that I am a part
of, Alpha Phi Alpha, Epsilon Beta Lambda chapter.
So, therefore, with the passing of Georgine Hill and
my Aunt Louise, one thing is that they both fought the
good fight against injustice. I think that is a fight that
all of us in this House have willingly and vigorously
taken up.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. The Chair will now recognise
. . . The Deputy Speaker has been waiting. Deputy
Speaker, you have the floor.

The Speaker: The Chair will recognise now the Honourable Member from Devonshire, MP Glenn
Blakeney. You have the floor.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you very much, Mr.
Speaker.
I too would like to be associated with the condolences sent to the family of the late Louise Jackson.
I have very fond memories of her at Berkeley Institute,
not the least of which was when you substituted for
her often when she kind of skidded out from school to
do some things. And you might want to elaborate on
that yourself, Mr. Speaker.
But another fond memory was, I called her
just before last year’s inaugural Bermuda So You
Think You Can Dance competition. She was really,

Bermuda House of Assembly

622

14 February 2014

really excited and said yes. And then no sooner than
that, called me back in about five minutes, and said,
Glenn, I’m just so sorry. I can’t do it because I have a
th
commitment for a 40 anniversary, of a fraternal group
that she was a member of and celebrating on the
same day. But then went on to suggest other very capable individuals who could serve as a judge for that
competition. So, she was a very humble lady outside
of these Chambers, but very fierce when she advocated for what she believed in. So, she is going to be
sorely missed, and I would like to be associated with
those condolences to her family, particularly Susan.
Finally, Mr. Speaker, condolences I would like
sent to the late Mr. Basil Bean, who was a long-term
employee as a longshoreman on one of the docks of
Hamilton and a very fierce, loyal supporter of the
Pembroke Hamilton Club, who passed earlier this
year.
An Hon. Member: Are you sure?
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes. He is a constituent of
mine. He was a very feisty gentleman and mellowed
in years. So to his family, I would like to send our
heartfelt condolences.
Thank you very much.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you.
I notice, Members, we have three Members
left—five. Well, it looks like we had better go after
lunch then. Yes, we had better go after lunch.
What I will do is I will allow the Honourable
Member Gordon-Pamplin to go, and then we will go
for lunch.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you very
much, Mr. Speaker.
I would like to associate myself with the remarks of condolences given to the family of Georgine
Hill, as well as Devrae Noel-Simmons.
But, Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask for the
indulgence of the House because I know that we do
not normally—we are not permitted to read in this
Honourable House. But I took advantage of an opportunity, because Louise Jackson and I shared a membership in the International Women’s Forum, Bermuda
Chapter. As we had our AGM [annual general meeting], and I was asked if I would do a tribute, I took advantage of that opportunity to do a tribute in rhyme.
And I would ask the indulgence of this Honourable
House to allow me to read that tribute, which is not
very long.
Sometimes we ponder and look to the sky
In human frailty, we dare to ask “Why?”
We’re not being impudent.
We just don’t understand
Where this could fit into that big Master Plan.
I’m sure there was none who didn’t feel shock
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And thought of her passing as a mistake of the clock.
She was smiling among us with vibrancy of life,
Then she was snatched away from us by fate’s cruel
knife.
Surely, time for Louise could not possibly stand still,
As there was so much left to do, a life to fulfil.
Her dogged commitments to improving health care,
The fruit had just begun to flower and bear.
And for certain, with unresolved issues at hand,
She’d be a constant thorn for the strongest of man.
She was determined to find the right solution
And would see it through to its final conclusion.
A diva so natural, grace and beauty galore,
A wit so clever, one never knew what was in store.
We laughed at ourselves and stressed at concerns,
But always knew there were lessons we’d learn.
The love that she shared was of a genuine kind.
It mattered that none would ever be left behind.
Whether senior or child, fully clothed or no pants,
Whether royalty or pauper was of no consequence.
She was the person who, when once you had met,
You were destined to never, ever forget.
The compassion she showed was second to none.
She would champion your cause until it was done.
When she pointed that finger with head to the side,
You knew you were in for a hell of a ride.
Her words were forthright: Girl, listen here!
That was the cue to lend her your ear.
Few are so disarming, exuding such trust.
To her, education was an absolute must.
If shortage of funds might have held someone back,
She found benefactors to pick up the slack.
Whether Gombeys or dance or through any art form,
Her feisty, sassy nature was the absolute norm.
She gave sage advice, requested or not.
She lived by the principle, Give all that you’ve got.
In political debate, she said what she thought.
Any objections would all come to naught.
And all that she knew she was willing to share
To benefit Bermuda and all who live here.
With dear husband Albert, she stood by his side.
She spoke of her daughters with passion and pride.
And if she regarded you as a real friend,
She was faithful and true right up to the end.
So to our close friend and mentor and teacher so
dear,
We miss your presence and truly wish you were still
here.
So we’ll represent you and take your noble stance.
Go trip the light fantastic with the Lord of the Dance.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Honourable Premier?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I
move now that we break for lunch until 2:00 pm.
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The Speaker: Yes. Is 2:05 okay, Honourable Premier? Okay.
We will come back at 2:05. The House is now
adjourned to 2:05 pm.
[Gavel]
Proceedings suspended at 12:35 pm
Proceedings resumed at 2:13 pm
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair]

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR OBITUARY
SPEECHES
[Continuation thereof]
The Speaker: We will continue with the Congratulatory and Obituary Speeches, and I recognise the
Honourable Member, who has been waiting for a long
time—even through lunch—the Junior Minister MP
Sylvan Richards.
You have the floor.
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son. And he has dozens of credits as a producer or
director for movies and TV shows spanning six decades. Some of the shows were, The Jackson Five
cartoon (a TV series in the 1970s that was very popular even locally), ThunderCats cartoon TV series; the
movies, The Bermuda Depths and The Ivory Ape,
which were filmed here in Bermuda.
Mr. Rankin also taught courses on film and
entertainment at the Bermuda College. He is survived
by his wife Olga and two sons.
I just wanted to highlight this gentleman’s
passing. He was a treasure to the Island.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Leader of the Opposition bench . . . the Government
Bench . . . Government leader . . . Government House
leader . . . Whip.
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to first associate with
myself with the comments made in regard to Tucker
Murphy, Bushara Bushara, John Jefferis, Arthur Rankin.
Arthur Rankin, as my colleague said, was a
member of the arts community, a benefactor of Bermuda for the arts, and his passion was for the arts.
I would also like to associate myself with the
comments made in regard to Dr. Victor Scott as a Fellow of the Bermuda College, Devrae Noel-Simmons,
Carla Lacy Minors, and Andrew Kirkpatrick.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to also send condolences out to the families of Claudette Tucker and
Wesley Simmons. These two people were basically
ambassadors for Bermuda’s tourism industry. Ms.
Claudette Tucker was a Social Hostess at the Southampton Princess and the Bermudiana Hotel for a
number of years. She greeted tourists on an ongoing
basis, she made them feel at home; she made them
feel as though they were her friends. She did beyond
what was expected of her as a Social Hostess and
had a reputation for being the number one Social
Hostess in Bermuda. She [was] seen as an ambassador for tourism, she did tour guides on the local buses,
and you could call on her anytime to show our guests
around this country.
Similarly, Mr. Wesley Simmons of Pembroke
was a taxi driver, and he did that for 30 or 40 years.
And he was, again, a number one host for our guests
in Bermuda.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to also send condolences to the family of Mr. Keith Hollis. Mr. Keith Hollis
was from Smith’s Parish. He was an executive at
Esso for 40 years. He basically left high school, was
raised in St. David’s, and his family basically has the
Lilies and the Beehive [Farm] of St. David’s. They
moved to Smith’s Parish—the famous Hollis family of

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I also would like to be associated with the
condolences that were offered earlier this morning on
the passing of Mr. Arthur Rankin, Jr., who was a constituent of mine, who recently passed away after a
brief illness. I met Mr. Rankin as I was canvassing
prior to the last election. I walked into his home on
Harrington Sound Road. He was actually entertaining
guests at the time and he was gracious enough to
come out and introduce himself to myself and the gentleman I was canvassing with. And he actually sat
down with us for a few minutes and we had a very
good conversation about Bermuda, his love for the
Island and all that he had done. So I was very sad to
hear about his untimely passing.
Mr. Rankin was a very interesting man. He
was an American. He was a director, producer and
writer who worked mostly in animation. And we have
all probably seen his work because every Christmas
they show his animated cartoons—Rudolph the Rednosed Reindeer and Frosty the Snowman. And this
gentleman was a Bermuda resident.
He began his career in the 1960s when he
teamed with a Mr. Jules Bass to form Rankin/Bass
Productions, which produced many stop-motion animated features and cartoons. And he was one of the
first directors to do something that is pretty common
now. He used celebrity voices in his productions, and
is credited with over 1,000 TV programmes.
He worked very closely in animation with such
actors as Jeff Bridges, Mia Farrow, Danny Kaye,
James Cagney, Fred Astaire, Boris Karloff, George
Burns, James Earl Jones, Vincent Price and Flip WilBermuda House of Assembly
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Smith’s Parish. Mr. Hollis also was renowned for his
sailing expertise and won many international sailing
competitions. So I would like to send condolences,
again, to his family.
Mr. Speaker, as I said earlier, I would like to
also associate myself with the comments made in regard Georgine Hill. She served on the National Dance
Foundation with me as a Director or Trustee. And I
want to say that this lady contributed greatly to the
arts. She was a classy elegant lady who had a passion for young people, and it was a pleasure for me to
work with her.
As for my colleague, Mrs. Louise Jackson,
she was tireless, she had so much energy. I remember Shadow Minister Wayne Furbert saying, “What
are we going to do with this senior?” Well, having
worked with Mrs. Jackson, I could tell you she had
more energy than most of the young people in this
House . . . she had so much energy. And no one prepared their work more tirelessly than Louise.
She worked hard, she was detailed and she
got the job done. So I salute her for her contribution. I
salute her for being Bermuda’s number one seniors’
advocate, and I salute her for her tenacity. I have had
a few differences with her and I want to tell you . . . it
was not easy. But we respected each other and we
also respected our differences, and I respected her for
that.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair now recognises MP Zane De Silva.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Following on the heels of my good friend, Mr.
Cole Simons, regarding our lost Honourable Member
Louise Jackson, he finished off where I will start, Mr.
Speaker, in terms of he had a few run-ins with her.
Our run-ins are well documented in this
House. But, of course, I will say this, Mr. Speaker . . .
and I have told many people that, you know, we may
fight in this House sometimes, but for the most part
when we are out of the Chambers, Mr. Speaker, we
get along quite well. And Louise is well-documented . .
. well, she brought it up one night about my past and
my past experiences at her house as a young man,
Mr. Speaker. So, Mr. Speaker, we had a relationship
that went back long before I got into politics and before she got into politics. We had our battles, but she
will be . . . she will be missed, Mr. Speaker, as I am
sure you and everyone else in the House agrees.
Now Mr. Speaker, if I could change channels
a bit, it would be remiss of me if I did not join in the
congratulations for my former team the Somerset Eagles. We did not get as much silverware as you did
when you were with the Trojans, but . . . in fact I remember (as I remind you on occasion) that we had
you nick-named “Big foot” and you put a few past me
in your day too . . . but that is okay.
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An Hon. Member: He said that was easy.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But . . . yes, he did say it
was easy, too. And he told me afterwards.
But, no, I am happy to say that I am proud to
be a former Eagle and to see my boys up at White Hill
having a bit of success. So that is always touching to
me.
I would like to finish, Mr. Speaker, by giving
congratulations to Bermuda Healthcare, Northshore
Medical & Aesthetic Centre, and the BIU. They held a
screening day, a Health Fair, back in November, and
they are holding another one, Mr. Speaker, in fact tomorrow. I would encourage everyone in this House as
well as all the listening public, Mr. Speaker, to visit the
Bermuda Industrial Union tomorrow between the
hours of 10:00 and 2:00. This is all free education.
There will be some free screenings in terms of blood
pressure . . . heart disease . . . there will be some
education information available, Mr. Speaker, and certainly I hope that we all take a bit of time to attend.
The event that was held, the fair that was held
in November, was attended by the former Premier Dr.
the Honourable Ewart Brown, and the former Health
Minister the Honourable Patricia Gordon-Pamplin. So
I hope that we have some of us in this House that will
certainly not only attend to show their interest in
health in Bermuda, but also maybe take advantage of
some of the free services that will be available tomorrow.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER
HOUSE VISITOR
The Speaker: Just before we go on, I just noticed that
somebody very special just came in the House, our
former Premier of Bermuda, Dame Jennifer.
[Applause and desk thumping]
The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honourable Dennis Lister.
You have the floor.
[Congratulatory and Obituary Speeches, continuing]
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, first of all let me just thank you
for the acknowledgement that you gave earlier today,
and the support from the House, in regard to the
number of years that I have served in these Honourable Chambers, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: You do not look like it, Honourable
Member.
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Well, Mr. Speaker, I came
young! How is that?
Mr. Speaker, you recognised the former Premier Dame [Jennifer Smith]. She and I were both of
that class, Mr. Speaker, and it is good to see her in
the Chamber this afternoon.
Mr. Speaker, a lot of those that I intended to
give recognition to, though, in this period have already
been acknowledged, and I would just like to associate
myself with a few of those remarks.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated
with the remarks that were sent to the Somerset
teams for their victory during the Christmas break—to
the Trojans and the Eagles—Mr. Speaker. It looks like
we are getting some silver back in the west end and
we are going to encourage them to continue to do
that, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to be associated
with the remarks that were expressed on the passing
of Mrs. Hill, the passing of Mrs. Riley (and I would like
to associate the Honourable Member Kim Wilson with
the remarks to Mrs. Riley), and also the congratulations that were sent to the Talbots—Quinton and
th
Marjorie Talbot —on their 60 wedding anniversary.
Mr. Speaker, as a Somerset boy, you know
how well known the Talbots are in the Somerset
community. They love to dance and enjoy themselves,
Mr. Speaker. So I was glad to see that they have been
able to reach this big milestone.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to be associated with the remarks that were sent to [the family of]
Devrae Noel-Simmons and the acknowledgement so
far as recognising the loss to his wife and his child. I
would also like to remember his mother, Mr. Speaker,
and that is how I mainly know Devrae—through his
mother. As you know, she is a Somerset girl, Mr.
Speaker, and I would like to acknowledge the loss that
she has felt on the loss of her son.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to add to the list
of . . . oh, and also one of the other comments was
given to Vanessa James, who is a Bermudian although not in the Olympics under Bermudian flag, but
skating under the French flag. And the reason I want
to single her out is that one morning during this Olympic period my son raised me very early and woke me
up and turned on the TV,, and they were actually doing a very nice piece on her and her skating partner.
It was quite a long piece and they went back
to her early skating days about she and her twin sister
when they were skating together. I was quite impressed with just the way she handled herself in front
of the camera and talked about the challenges that
she had as a young person coming to break through
in that particular sport. But she handled herself extremely well. I was quite impressed with the interview
that they did with her. They singled her out and it was
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just her being covered in this particular interview, and
it was very nicely done, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, whilst on my feet I would like to
add to this list, condolences to be sent to the family of
Mr. Lynn Hall who passed away recently, Mr.
Speaker, and a few others are sticking their hands up.
As you know, Mr. Speaker, Mr. Hall was the husband
of Cecilia Hall, the mother of one of our former colleagues here who was also part of that class of ’89,
Mr. Julian Hall. And so I would like to ask at this time
to remember Julian’s family as they go through another loss this week. Mr. Hall will be funeralised on
Sunday.
Mr. Speaker, also whilst on my feet I would
like to have the Honourable Chambers send condolences to the family of, actually a classmate of mine
from high school, Mr. Wallace Fonte Davis who was
funeralised last Sunday. Mr. Speaker, in attending his
funeral . . . you have got to understand what we are
trying to bring back to this industry, or what we need
to bring back to the hospitality industry, in that he was
a long-serving employee at the Reefs Hotel, bartender
in fact, Mr. Speaker. But the accolades that were
given to him took you back to what made Bermuda a
tourist industry—the personalities of Bermudians and
what Bermudians brought to the industry, Mr.
Speaker.
We know of all the awards that the Reefs has
won up there over the years. It was singled out as one
of the best properties in the region. But it was not because of the building and the structure, it was because of the people at the Reefs who make it what it
is. And Wallace Fonte Davis was one of those individuals, Mr. Speaker. The accolades could have gone
on all afternoon from former guests and employees
about what he brought to the industry in his own personality to make the industry what it was.
He was the type of individual, Mr. Speaker,
that made our industry what it was, and [shows] what
we need to be striving to do—to put Bermudians back
in the industry, Mr. Speaker, as the example of us as
the true ambassadors of what Bermuda offers to its
guests.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise Nandi Outerbridge.
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: Good afternoon, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Good afternoon.
Mrs. Nandi Outerbridge: I just quickly want to rise to
my feet to congratulate Heron Bay’s Primary School,
specifically P5 Class.
Last week two of my colleagues and myself—
the Deputy Premier and the Deputy Opposition

Bermuda House of Assembly

626

14 February 2014

Leader—we went to their assembly where they did a
special presentation on what they learned about the
Bermuda Government. I would like to associate MP
De Silva with that. They did an excellent job. The skit
was well presented. We sat through, I think, 15 interview questions, and they were just like the media. So
we had a great time, it was a great experience and we
all loved it.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair now recognises the Deputy Premier
Minister Dunkley.
You have the floor.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good afternoon, Mr.
Speaker, and thank you.
The Speaker: Good afternoon.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I would like to start off by
sending congratulations to the Honourable Member
across the floor for his 25 years of service in this
House. It would have been nice to have beaten him
on occasion up there, but certainly he has served the
Somerset area well. And one of the interesting things
about politics, Mr. Speaker, is that it seems that when
a lot of individuals get involved they get gray hair quite
quickly. But if you look across the aisle at that Honourable Member—it is 25 years and I do not see any
gray, so he must be doing something right . . . or
something else.
The Speaker: He knows who to visit.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, also I would
like to send congratulations to two Members of this
Honourable Chamber. They were recognised by
Vernon Temple about a week ago for their contribution to the community—Honourable Member Mr. Jeff
Sousa and Honourable Member Mr. Zane De Silva—
and I was impressed.
I had the opportunity to go to that service up
at Vernon presided over by Rev. Dr. Leonard Santucci
and I was impressed by two Members from opposite
sides of the political divide working together in our
community. And it appeared that they did it without a
fuss or without trying to get a one-up on the other. So
I want to congratulate them, because if we do more of
that I think that we can certainly move forward better
as a community, Mr. Speaker.
On a sadder note, I would like to join in the
condolences sent to many of the individuals who have
been acknowledged earlier today. I would certainly
like to start off by joining the remarks made by MP
Lister in regard to the passing of Sergeant Lynn Hall,
a long-standing member of the Bermuda Police Service. He will be sadly missed by his wife, three children (one previously deceased). I think we should re-
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call that Sergeant Lynn Hall had a daughter who
worked in the Bermuda Government for many years,
Judith Hall-Bean. So I think we need to make sure
that we remember that family in our thoughts and
prayers.
I would also like to be associated with the
condolences sent by honourable colleagues to Arthur
Rankin [on the passing of] Hilda Smith. I had the opportunity to visit Hilda Smith just a few months ago on
her birthday. And I remember, I think it was the Deputy Opposition Leader Derrick Burgess talking about
her playing the piano for the Queen a few years ago.
Well on that day, just a few months ago, she played
the piano and I was impressed at how well she continued to play the piano at that age. So I was surprised to hear of her passing just a short time after
that.
I would also like to be associated with condolences to Georgine Hill and Keith Hollis and to Devrae
Noel-Simmons. I remember the first time I met
Devrae. I happened to be going to a gym to work out.
And you know Devrae liked to talk to everyone, and
he started talking to me. And I was not only impressed
by how much he could talk but by how strong the man
was. He started lifting some weights there, and I was
just blown away by the mass of weight that he could
lift. He was certainly a strong young man, but he was
strong in heart too, and he had a fine spot for his family and friends, and I certainly was saddened and
shocked by his sudden passing just a few weeks ago.
I would also like to be associated with condolences to Tiffany Francis the young lady. I knew the
young lady who passed away after a tragic bike accident up in the railway trail. I knew all of the family and
certainly with deep sorrow I remember some of the
times I saw the family. And we need to continue to
remember them in our thoughts and prayers, losing
somebody so young.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to add condolences to be sent by this House to Mr. Neville Somner
a constituent of mine who lost his wife, Amy, just a
few weeks ago. I would associate the Honourable
Member Mr. Furbert with those condolences.
I always enjoyed canvassing, Mr. Speaker.
And you were probably like me when you canvassed
in that when you knock on the door and you get to
know people you are trying to figure out which way
they might lean. Well with the Somners you could
never tell. But they always engaged you in conversation and gave you some good advice and some good
criticism. And I always enjoyed going there because I
knew I would get some good sage advice and some
good conversation.
I hear the Honourable Member saying, Do you
want me to tell you which they vote? Well he does not
know either, so . . . Mr. Speaker.
Also I would like to send condolences to Linda
Parker on the passing of her mother Irene Noble just a
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couple of weeks ago. Include the Honourable Member
Mr. Cole Simons in that.
Mr. Speaker, last but not least I would like to
be associated with the condolences to our former
honourable colleague Louise Jackson. It is interesting,
Mr. Speaker, how a Member could be so vocal and so
strong on one issue and consistent in the message
that the Honourable Member Louise Jackson put out
about health and seniors.
If we can go back and think about the issues
she talked about, she talked about a lot of issues, but
you always remember her talking about health and
seniors. She certainly loved to speak on that issue. I
am pleased now to see on her passing that Members
from both sides of the House can fondly recall her
service to the community and the stature of Ms. Jackson.
The other thing that struck me about the former Member Ms. Jackson, Mr. Speaker, was that the
Honourable Member got into politics quite late in life.
And you could not tell her age when you first met her
and started to discuss politics with her, because for
her age she certainly could walk with anybody 30
years younger. And even in the late nights that we
had up here she hung right in there until the final bout.
Certainly, I would like to be associated with
condolences sent to her family at her sudden passing.
I was certainly shocked by it. I had just talked to her a
couple of days before and she looked to be in fine
shape at that time. So may she rest in peace. I am
sure she is looking down upon us and making her remarks as she watches what goes on in this Honourable Chamber from day to day.
Mr. Speaker, thank you for the opportunity.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair now recognises MP David Burt.
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much, Mr.
Speaker, and good afternoon.
Mr. Speaker, this afternoon I would like to ask
the House to send a letter of condolence to the family
of the late Miss Enith Stovell. She was buried on
th
January 27 of this year. My family is very close with
her grandchildren. I would just like to ask the House to
send condolences to her family.
In addition to that I would like to be associated
with the condolences which have been given already
in this House to the family of the late Member Louise
Jackson, and especially to our colleague Ms. Susan
Jackson. I did not have the chance to meet Ms. Jackson. However, from a distance I always respected her
as a strong politician and someone who certainly
made her mark on politics in Bermuda. So it was certainly a loss for the country.
In addition, I would like to be associated with
the condolences to the family of the late Lynn Hall.
And I would also like to be associated with the condolences which were sent to the family of Mr. Devrae
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Noel-Simmons. Although Devrae and I were political
opponents, I have known Devrae . . . he was one of
the first people I met when I came back to Bermuda in
2003, as he did security at the bar where I worked in
the City of Hamilton.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. E. David Burt: The bar where I worked in the city
of Hamilton, yes.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. E. David Burt: Absolutely, come on now.
And finally, Mr. Speaker, on a happier note, I
would like to not necessarily ask the House, but I
would ask all Members to certainly extend congratulations and welcome the newest Member of the Progressive Labour Party to the world. Our Leader welcomed a new member to his family, and I hope that
the House would congratulate him on the newest arrival.
[Applause]
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Any other Members care to speak?
No Members care to speak?
I would just like to, as we close the Congratulatory and Obituary Speeches, to join in with those
who remember MP Louise Jackson for the great work
that she did while she was here in the House of Assembly.
I would also like to associate myself with the
condolences sent to two of my constituents—Clyde
Philpott, who was a mentor of mine in the Somerset
Cricket Club, and also to Lynn Hall, another.
Thank you very much.

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE
The Speaker: There are none.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION
IN REPLY TO STATEMENTS MADE BY HONOURALBE PREMIER ON 13 DECEMBER 2013
The Speaker: Under Personal Explanations we have
an explanation from the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition in regard to representations made concerning him on the last day of the House.
I recognise the Honourable Marc Bean.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Good afternoon.
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Happy New Year, to you.
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker and Members of
this Honourable House, I rise today to provide a personal explanation to claims made within and without
this Chamber by the Honourable Premier Craig Cannonier, Minister Shawn Crockwell, and Attorney General Mark Pettingill.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to declare my interest, first and foremost, as a shareholder in a betting
company that was issued a licence in May 2013 under
the Betting Act 1975. While this is not the scene of
gambling, in the interests of transparency I felt it necessary to disclose this information to the Honourable
House.
Mr. Speaker, on 13 December 2013 the Honourable Premier carried over the One Bermuda Alliance Government’s Gaming Referendum Act 2013 to
be debated on the next day of House business.
Mr. Speaker, I rise today because of the Premier’s claim that the One Bermuda Alliance decision
to break their promise to the people of Bermuda was
motivated by an alleged threat by my colleagues and I
to disrupt or interfere with the Referendum.
Mr. Speaker, as I was off Island for the birth of
my daughter, I could not stand on my feet in this honourable place to refute these fictions. I did, however,
take to the radio and called the Premier’s claims what
I could not refer to them in this Honourable House. Mr.
Speaker, at no time did I ever say the words attributed
to me by the Premier and his Ministers. For the avoidance of any doubt, Mr. Speaker, let me stress—at no
time did I ever utter the words attributed to me by the
Premier or his two Ministers.
Mr. Speaker, we are well aware of the rules of
this House. Words like “liar,” and referring to fellow
Honourable Members as “liars,” are not permitted.
They are deemed to be un-parliamentary.
Mr. Speaker, as honourable representatives
of the people and custodians of their public trust, one
of the privileges we possess is that we are immune
from charges of slander. Make no mistake, Mr.
Speaker, the claim made by the Honourable Member,
1
the Premier (and I quote), “It is clear to us that the
Opposition’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.”
Mr. Speaker, that quote is not correct, not factual. It is inaccurate, and it is a figment of the Premier’s very creative imagination.
Mr. Speaker, in September I, as the Leader of
the Opposition, privately met with Premier Cannonier
on two occasions to discuss in a spirit of collaboration
a variety of issues, including the introduction of on1
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Island casino gambling. The Premier proposed that
we consider avoiding a Gambling Referendum and
that we jointly—OBA and PLP—hold a press conference to issue a joint statement to that effect to provide
a rationale for the decision.
We agreed that we would discuss the proposal with our respective colleagues, which I did by
having my entire caucus consider the proposal at our
next caucus meeting. I conveyed to the Premier that
my caucus rejected the proposal, and reiterated our
previously stated position that, while the majority of us
support the introduction of casino gambling, we shall
uphold our respective election promises to provide a
Referendum. What I did not reveal at the time, however, was the in-depth content of those discussions.
As a result of the misrepresentation of a private conversation between the Premier and myself I
am now obligated to reveal the greater details of our
conversations, and to do so in the light of truth.
Mr. Speaker, during those discussions between myself and the Premier four main points became the focus of our attention:
1. The Premier’s various business holdings were
in severe financial difficulty and despite his
ties to the business community he had been
unable to secure financial relief.
2. The Premier’s high level of distrust with the
members of his team and, in particular, those
One Bermuda Alliance colleagues who were
drawn from the ranks of the United Bermuda
Party—
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of Order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes, what is the . . . if it is not true . . .
he is making a statement, if it is not true then you will
have an opportunity to . . . he has a right to—
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: It is complete misrepresentation of the truth.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sit down.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That was never uttered!
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please, please,
there . . . if the Member is . . . let me just . . .
MP Bean would you please sit down?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sure.
The Speaker: Yes, if I can just say that in the . . . the
Honourable Member . . . the reason why the Honourable Member had requested to make the presentation
is because the Honourable Member was not in the
House and feels that he was misrepresented. And as
a result the Member does have the opportunity to be
able to give response and give his . . .
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If you please, Honourable Members . . . Honourable Members!
The fact is that the Member was not present
and, therefore, the Member does have, you know, the
right to give an explanation because he feels he was
misrepresented. As a result of that he is allowed to
make the statement indicating facts around the situation.
At the end of it, if, indeed, there is anything
that the Honourable Member says that is not correct,
then you have the opportunity, and Members will have
the opportunity later on in the day, to be able to address any, what you might consider to be inaccuracies.
What has happened is that obviously the
Member has felt that the representations made by
Members on this side were incorrect at the last meeting of the House. Therefore, that has to be allowed.
Yes . . . no . . . Honourable Members.

629

OBA MP had indicated a desire to join with
others showing interest. I will not reveal the
names of those Members as a mark of respect for our private conversations. This proposal of a coalition between disaffected OBA
MPs and the PLP was made in an effort to allow our Premier to break free of the forces
that were, in his mind, restricting and preventing him from making real progress for Bermudians. This offer was declined.
4. In rejecting our offer of a coalition government
the Premier revealed that there is a developer
who is willing to pay him and his two Cabinet
colleagues (that is, the Learned Minister of
Tourism and the Learned Attorney General)
up front for a casino licence. And from that
point he will be free from (and I quote in his
words) “these rich white UBP boys.”
Some Hon. Members: Ooh!

Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Just a clarification, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.

An Hon. Member: Say it again.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I do not think I have to repeat
it.

Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: The Member is supposed to
be making a personal explanation of his own behaviour, his own actions. In my view, and I would ask the
Speaker, he should not be making assertions or allegations as to someone else’s motives.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Honourable
Member, let me just say how I view it so that you will
know.
If the Honourable Member . . . obviously there
were accusations made about the Honourable Member when he was not here, which [included] all the
things that had happened, the conversation that took
place and the like. What the Honourable Member now
is giving is his view, or his side, of that story. And I
think that in terms of openness . . . and I think it is important that that take place.
[Desk thumping]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, during these discussions four
main points became the focus of our attention:
1. The Premier’s various business holdings were
in severe financial difficulty and despite his
ties to the business community he had been
unable to secure financial relief.
2. The Premier’s high level of distrust with the
members of his team and, in particular, those
One Bermuda Alliance colleagues who were
drawn from the ranks of the United Bermuda
Party.
3. I, Mr. Speaker, proposed the formation of a
coalition government, of which one sitting

The Speaker: You just . . . you make your comment
and there should be no comment from anyone . . .
from anyone.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, I have just revealed to you and other Members of this House on
both sides and the Bermudian voter the real reason as
to why this Casino Gaming issue . . . the disrespect
shown to you, as Speaker, and the theft of the voter’s
democratic right, has [been] and is occurring. Even
after the revelation of a taxpayer-funded political advisory document, which has revealed their plans and
intentions to mislead the people of Bermuda, their
course towards ill-repute has not altered.
Unlike the misrepresentation presented to the
public by our Honourable Premier and his two Ministers, this is a true account of past and current actions.
Mr. Speaker, for those who may have missed
the presented timeline, may I add that no additional
discussions were held between the One Bermuda Alliance and the PLP on this matter until Saturday, 7
December 2013, when I asked Shadow Tourism Minister MP Wayne Furbert to reach out to Minister of
Tourism Shawn Crockwell for the singular purpose of
encouraging the One Bermuda Alliance to amend the
recently tabled Referendum Bill to reflect a neutral
question. Subsequently MP Furbert reported to me
that Minister Crockwell was never informed by his
Premier of the September meetings, proposals, or the
PLP’s party position.
On Tuesday 10 December 2013 MP David
Burt informed me that OBA insider Members were
claiming that Premier Cannonier and the Opposition
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Leader Bean had struck a deal to avoid the Referendum. I told MP Burt that the claim was false and no
discussions had been held. Opposition remains that
the Referendum question should be amended to be
neutral.
MP Burt then reports that the Premier asked
to meet him at the Cabinet Office at 5:00 pm at which
time the Premier asked MP Burt to have the PLP join
the OBA to avoid a Referendum. MP Burt also reported that the Premier was adamant that despite my
being off Island that he was in constant, current contact with me. This too, Mr. Speaker, was false.
MP Burt repeated the PLP’s position of
amending the question to the Premier and reported to
me that the OBA had approached three other PLP
MPs, including our Acting Leader MP Derrick Burgess. All three MPs reported to me that they reiterated
the PLP position and deferred to myself as the
Leader.
On Wednesday afternoon (the next day) Premier Cannonier texted me requesting that I call him.
During the call the Premier instantly suggested that
we jointly avoid the Gaming Referendum. I told him
that that is not possible and the best approach would
be to amend the question to be fair and neutral and
then jointly undertake to educate the voter as to our
collective vision for gambling in support of a “yes”
vote. The Premier rejected—
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These are the events as they occurred. And
unlike the fables being spread by the Premier, this,
Mr. Speaker, is the truth.
Mr. Speaker, in closing it is most unfortunate
that this episode has taken place, which has affected
me and my family personally. Mr. Speaker, enough is
enough. In the midst of social and economic adversity
the people of this country demand truth, and they deserve leadership that they can trust.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: Thank you.

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: The Chair now recognises the Honourable Minister of Finance, E. T. Richards.
You have the floor.

The Speaker: There should be no talking!
[Pause]

GOVERNMENT BILLS

The Speaker: Carry on, Member.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you.
The Premier rejected my view and stated that
the question, as posed, was excellent and was prepared with the help of experts.
I responded that an excellent question is a
neutral one, and that the One Bermuda Alliance
should not treat the voting public with such disregard.
I also stated that by bringing a “loaded” question the
One Bermuda Alliance will create a protest vote by
those persons who ordinarily will vote in favour of
gaming. A loaded question creates mistrust. At the
conclusion of the phone call I clearly repeated the
PLP position that the question should be amended
and, once done, the PLP would join the One Bermuda
Alliance in a joint committee that would lay out the
vision for casino gambling in Bermuda.
On Friday 13 December 2013 the Premier
carried over the Referendum Bill, and at a subsequent
press conference misled the public by accusing the
PLP of threatening to boycott the Referendum and
plotting the demise of Bermuda. This was the rationale provided to justify their actions—actions which
have now been revealed were concocted and orchestrated by a paid consultant.

FIRST READINGS
CUSTOMS DEPARTMENT AMENDMENT ACT 2014
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 meeting: The Customs
Department Amendment Act 2014.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Are there any objections?
There are none.
Thank you.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Minister of Public Safety, Michael Dunkley.
You have the floor.
LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT ACT 2014

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 Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2014.
Bermuda House of Assembly
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The Speaker: Honourable Member—
The Speaker: Are there any objections?
There are none.
Thank you, Minister.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: And the rules of this House
permit me stand on an Opposition Motion—

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: There are no other Bills.
We now move to—

The Speaker: Honourable Member, please take your
seat.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —on an Opposition Motion to
seek—

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, with the indulgence of the House—

The Speaker: Honourable Member, sit.

The Speaker: There are no other Bills.

Hon. Michael J. Scott:—to bring a Bill.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker—

The Speaker: Take your seat!

The Speaker: Honourable Member, did we not have a
conversation earlier?

Hon. Michael J. Scott: And the House must observe
the rules.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker—

The Speaker: Take your seat, please.
Take your seat, please!

The Speaker: Honourable Member, would you
please—

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker—

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker—

The Speaker: Take your seat, please!

The Speaker: Yes?

Hon. Michael J. Scott: You questioned my integrity.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: I am on my feet and I am asking your indulgence and the indulgence of the House.

The Speaker: Take your seat.
Honourable Members must understand. I do
not sit in that room and have Members come sit with
me because they want . . . because we are having
cocktails.
Honourable Member, please . . . please . . .
please. And I think you have to appreciate that. And
if—

The Speaker: Honourable Member, let me . . . would
you please take your seat?
And I think this House needs to know—and
every Member of this House needs to know—when
you sit and have a conversation with the Speaker, if
you are . . .
Are you attempting to bring forth a Bill now?
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Absolutely, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please take your
seat.
I am saying we had a meeting inside and this
is the kind of thing that has to stop. It has to stop.
We had a meeting, Honourable Member,
where we sat and you said you wanted to bring this
Bill today, you sent the note to the Clerk. I informed
you that because it was late that we would have the
Bill tabled next week. And yet I see you standing up in
front of the House now. What level of integrity is that?
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, may I stand?
I will tell you about the integrity I have. The integrity that I have in relation to this proposal to stand
on an Opposition Bill is based on the rules of this
House.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: I did not have a meeting with
you. I passed you this notice whilst you were in the
Chair. I had no formal meeting with you, Mr. Speaker.
You are misleading the House.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Honourable
Member, I think . . . I think you are going a little far.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker—
The Speaker: Honourable Member—
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —I want the record to reflect
that I had no meeting with you, and you just said that I
did—
The Speaker: Honourable Member—
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —as the Speaker of the
House.
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The Speaker: —if you came into the House, into my
office, if you handed me a note and you said to me . . .
Honourable Member, you said to me that you would
like to have this matter tabled . . . you would like to
have the matter tabled today. And I told you that it
was late and that we would table it next week. And so
you left. You know, what is one supposed to do? You
know . . .
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member.
POINT OF ORDER
[Standing Order 21(1)(c)]
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the
Standing Orders of the House Assembly, section 21
(1) (c) says, “Unless these Standing Orders otherwise
direct, notice shall be given of any motion which it is
proposed to move with the exception of the following:”
and then it says, “(c) a motion for leave to introduce
and read for the first time a Bill by its title.”
I do believe that is what the Honourable
Member—
The Speaker: Right. No, no, that is okay. That is
okay. I understand all that. I understand all that. All
right? I understand all that.
But my problem is with Members who come,
we have a conversation and then things change when
you get to the floor of the House. And that is my concern. And I really . . . you know, if the Honourable
Member . . . Honourable Member, if you had said to
me that this is what you really wanted to do, that you
really want to make it happen, you know that we have
a time set when all these things should arrive to us.
And we . . . you know? So do not say that we never
had that meeting.
Yes?
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where I was, Mr. Speaker, I say with the greatest of
respect.
The Speaker: I know. You are fine. All right.
One moment . . .
[Pause]
The Speaker: Just so that we can make it clear in
terms of where we are, okay, Honourable Member, is
that . . . you know, if you look in these Standing Orders it says “[57(1)(d)], The Clerk shall be responsible
for preparing for each meeting an Order Paper containing the business for that meeting—copies of which
shall be dispatched not less than two days before the
House meets.”
That means that usually when papers come
after that they are not done, because in order for the
House to move on in the appropriate way people need
to have information ahead in time.
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
[Standing Order 28(4)]
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of Order, if I may, Mr.
Speaker. The rule to which you are referring refers to
Government Bills. Only Government Bills are to be put
on the Order Paper. Opposition Bills cannot be put on
the Order Paper, and have to be moved with leave of
the House under the rule which the Member has proposed.
[Pause]
The Speaker: Where are you looking Honourable
Member?
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to disrespect you as Speaker.

The Speaker: Just one second while I deal with this.
Just one second, Honourable Member.

The Speaker: I do not think—
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, you and I shared
an email where you suggested it come to the House. I
went back to my colleagues and the rules were refreshed. And I was about to make those very proposals, for the indulgence of the House, based on the
rules as they apply, to you until, with the greatest respect, Mr. Speaker, you said I could not do it, which is
why my protest is being made.
But I was about to indicate why the discussion
we had . . . next week is probably budget. We had a
discussion, as Members of the Opposition, about how
we should proceed, and I was about to make that
point as the preamble to précis for leave. Now that is

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I am on Introduction
and First Reading of Bills, [Standing Order] 28(4).
Only Government Bills are to be entered onto the Order Paper; Opposition Bills need leave of the House.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Sorry?
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Section 28(1).
[Pause]
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[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Members, just give us a minute to reflect on this.
[Pause]

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Yes. Let me see what it is.
An Hon. Member: If Mr. Lister brings it, I have got to
see it.

The Speaker: All right, Members. In looking at the
[Standing Orders], I think that the Member might be
correct.
The Member is correct; in order to be able to
move for leave of the House.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, I would be
happy to give the explanation, which also should put
the Government—
The Speaker: If you . . . I think it might be—

Hon. Michael J. Scott: I am very grateful for your
indulgence and for you and the Clerk taking the time
to get us to this point.
The Speaker: Yes.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: There is an explanation on
the back.
The Speaker: Right. The fact that you are asking for
leave you do have . . . you can have the opportunity to
give an explanation, yes.

OPPOSITION BILL
FIRST READING
DECRIMINALISATION OF CANNABIS ACT 2014
Hon. Michael J. Scott: May I, therefore, begin by
saying, Mr. Speaker, that I move for leave, pursuant to
Standing Order 21[(1)](c) to introduce for the First
Reading the Decriminalisation of Cannabis Act 2014.
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that?
[No audible reply]

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Okay.
Mr. Speaker, I am grateful for the advice I am
receiving. Now that we have been granted leave, I
move for leave to have it put on the Order Paper for
reading at the next—
The Speaker: This is the First Reading. What you are
doing is asking, in fact, for—
Hon. Michael J. Scott: For it to be put on the Order
Paper.
The Speaker: For a First Reading?

The Speaker: All right. Move for leave to lay this Bill.
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes.
The Speaker: And this, in fact—

The Speaker: Yes, but . . . it is all right. They have
referred to the [Standing Orders] and it is fine.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: I am grateful, sir.

[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: That is what it is . . . actually asking for
a First Reading.

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: We take a vote on that and
see what is being laid, yes, but—
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —it is a question of the leave
first.
The Speaker: Yes. And they have asked for leave to
lay the Bill, which he can do. I am looking . . . he is
able to do that.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes.
And, Mr. Speaker, now with the explanation,
briefly, for Members—
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I am sorry to interrupt.
The Speaker: Yes, go ahead.

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Right.

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I think that the first position is
the Opposition is seeking leave to lay a Bill, before we
get into explanations and so on. That has to be voted
on.

The Speaker: Which the House does not necessarily
have to give leave, yes.

The Speaker: Yes, and I thought I did not hear any
objections.
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Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: No, I stood just a moment
ago.
An Hon. Member: No, no, no, no, no.
The Speaker: Please, please.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, with respect,
until this was just handed to me I did not even know
what the Bill was going to be about, all right? This is
the Decriminalisation of Cannabis Act. Okay. But my
friend has not even risen to say this is what we are
going to do . . . We want to lay Bill X. We have to have
a vote with regard to leave on the motion.
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POINT OF INFORMATION
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: And I crave your indulgence and
I ask for your assistance.
As I read [Standing Order] 28(1) Introduction
of First Reading, “Except as provided . . . any Member
may move for leave to introduce . . . a Bill” and that
sole leave was requested by the Honourable and
Learned Member—
The Speaker: Yes, and if . . . Just a second, Member,
while I just get to that page.
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: It is at page 32, Order 28(1).

The Speaker: Okay. All right.
The Speaker: Yes, go ahead.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And that is why I rose before
to say, Well hold on a second—I would be objecting—
we have to have a vote on leave.
I rose to indicate that we have to have a vote
on leave.
The Speaker: All right. Okay. Please have a seat.
What we . . . Members, what the Bill does, in
fact . . . there is no . . . if the Government, at the end
of the day, does not agree with the Bill then you vote it
down. The opportunity . . . I think what is important
here, and I think what we have to always realise, is
the opportunity for any Member to be able to lay a Bill,
whether it be an Opposition Member or a Backbencher or, indeed, even an Independent Member.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: All right, thanks.
I think that maybe what we need to do is have
a meeting on how Bills . . . because what we have
done . . . if Members will notice, on our Order Paper
we do, in fact, have “Opposition Bills.” All those things
are actually on the Order Paper. That is why we have
. . . although what you all say is certainly correct in
terms of the procedure.
But the reason “Opposition Bills” is there on
the Order Paper is to allow a Bill, if it is going to be
brought forward, to be placed on the Order Paper as
indeed even the Government Bills. And this all is in
the interests of transparency, in the interests of giving
everyone an opportunity to be able prepare in order to
present on these Bills. That is the whole idea of it.
Obviously, if Members are intent on laying the
Bill, you can certainly ask for the leave, as is done. If
people are against it being laid, then we can have a
division and it can be laid or not.
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: A Point of Information, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.

Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: Mr. Speaker, you asked if there
were any objections to leave—you asked in fact
twice—no objections were made. We proceeded.
Section (2) then kicks in and the Honourable
Member stood up, and said, “I ask to read for the first
time” and he read the Bill—Decriminalisation of Cannabis 2014. The ship has sailed, with respect. We are
done. We now have to wait seven days, it goes on the
Order Paper, and we take it up as per [Standing Order] 28(3).
If the Government wants to object to the Bill
once we debate it—it has now been read a first time—
it now falls on the Order Paper. So when we come
back under “Opposition Bills” we will see the Bill—
Decriminalisation of Cannabis Act 2014—and at that
point it is debated and discussed.
The Speaker: I hear you, yes.
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, if I may, let me
put an end to it.
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The simple fact of the matter
is . . . I don’t agree with my honourable and learned
friend. There has to be a course that is regular. And,
seriously, there was some debate that ensued between all that.
Mr. Speaker, we are not going to object to the
Bill being laid, okay? So they can lay the Bill and we
can go from there. I do not agree, with respect, with
the course. I think it was still my right to stand and
object to leave—
The Speaker: Absolutely.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: But I am not taking that
course, and I am not objecting to the Bill entitled—
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which I am now seeing for the first time—The Decriminalisation of Cannabis Act 2014, being laid.

give a position on this so that we are all clear moving
forward.

The Speaker: Okay. Thank you.
And I think, Honourable Members, what we . .
. let us learn from this. Let us learn from this, in that
we want transparency, we want openness in the
House, and we do not want things slipped in behind
people’s backs, all right? We do not want that now.
That is the reason why I think I have had . . .
so we . . . you know, I appreciate both sides for the
manner in which you have attended to this, except
that what I would like in the future is that we remain
open.
I would also like, and I will say to all Members
. . . and excuse me, Honourable Member, for maybe
speaking the way that I did at first, but you know . . .
when we . . . I believe in you. If you sit with me and we
come to have an agreement, or whatever, then that is
what I expect. I do not expect surprises when I come
to sit in this Chair, particularly when we have been in
front of each other. So please bear that in mind,
Members.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Now, Mr. Speaker—
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Can I just add one point to
this as you are adding the clarification there?
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: The Member, the Attorney
General, when he was on his feet just now, just stated
that he had not seen the Bill beforehand. I just want a
clarification on that, because neither side gets to see
any Bill before it is tabled.
When the Bill is first tabled and laid we do not
see it. They do not come to the Opposition and say,
Here are the Bills we intend to lay next week. And we
do not go . . . the Opposition is not obligated to go to
the Government and say, Here are the Bills we intend.
As long as the Speaker (yourself) has been informed
that we intend, or they intend, to lay a particular Bill on
a given day, that is all the procedure requires. We do
not have to expose it to them beforehand and, likewise, they do not have to expose it to us.
The Speaker: Very good.
What I will do, Honourable Members—

The Speaker: So, no. No, no.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, right. We have the
Order Paper. That is why we have the Order Paper.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Yes, that is why we have the Order
Paper.
And so I will next week . . . Members!
Members, next week I will give a position so
as to bring more clarity to this so we do not have the
confusion that we have just been through.
All right? Thank you.
Yes, Honourable Member?
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, in light of the decision to table this particular Bill I would like to table
the Bill that I brought in December and that I wanted
to have tabled today, which you have invited me not to
table.
So if you are going to accept that Bill, I would
like to, at this time, ask for leave to introduce to the
House and read for the first time by its title a Bill entitled the Liquor Licence Amendment (No. 2) Act 2014.
And I ask that this be placed on the Order Paper for
the next day of meeting.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, this is the same
Bill that I brought. The change is that the 13 is now
14. The difference is that the last time when I brought
it—and I had the right to bring it, as was just mentioned by the last speaker—it was not seen by the
Government. However, after discussion the Attorney
General indicated to me that he was willing to have it
tabled. I spoke to the Premier and he said he was willing to have it tabled. I spoke to yourself and you said
you would not allow it to be tabled. I do not understand it myself but that was—
The Speaker: No, I did not say I would not allow it to
be . . . give it completely . . . say—

[Inaudible interjections]
An Hon. Member: He is correct.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: You told me not to table it
that—

The Speaker: In fact, Honourable Members, thank
you. What I will do . . . next week when we come I will

The Speaker: Today.
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: That night.
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he was good enough to make an appointment to see
me where he was coming from, and I think it is something that warrants debate.

The Speaker: Right, yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The Government were willing to
let me table it. Since that time I have met with the Attorney General. I have given him the Bill. He has had
a look at it, and he is happy with it, as far as I can tell.
He has not told me anything to the contrary. So I
would like to have the opportunity to table it today.
Now, you know that it was not on the Order
Paper, and you know the reason. The reason was
when the first draft went out of the Order Paper the
Liquor Licence Act was down under the name of the
Attorney General. And I thought, My gracious! The
Attorney General has taken my Bill and he is going to
deliver it! That is what I really thought. And you remember—

The Speaker: All right. Thank you, thank you.
MP Lister, carry on with your movement to lay
this Bill.

[Inaudible interjection]

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, simply then, 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 2014. And I ask that this Bill be placed on the Order Paper for the next day of meeting.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: So I sent him an email and said
Attorney General, what is this all about? And, unlike
our normal communication, he still has not responded
to me! So I never got an answer from him.
And so, Mr. Speaker, I did not get it put down
in—

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, would you like me
to give some background to the Bill?
The Speaker: No, no, no, just move that the Bill . . .

OPPOSITION BILL
FIRST READING
LIQUOR LICENCE AMENDMENT (NO. 2) ACT 2014

The Speaker: Are there any objections?
[Laughter]

The Speaker: December.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: —on Thursday, on the Order
Paper, because I thought the Attorney General had
chosen to table the Bill that I had given him. I did not
understand why. When I finally spoke to you, you told
me no, no, no, no, the Bill has another purpose. And
in doing so I said fine, and here is the Bill today.
And, with your permission, I would like to lay
it. The Government Members, by and large, know
what it is and it has been discussed. The Opposition
Members know what it is. And so I would like permission to move on.

The Speaker: There are no objections. So the Bill will
be laid for the next meeting.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: So, Mr. Speaker, may I ask
that . . . it is confirmed now that there are two Bills—
one from the Independent, and my Bill, that have been
read for the first time?
The Speaker: Yes, yes, yes.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
The Speaker: All right. We will now move, Members,
to Order number 1. I am told that it is carried over. Is
it?
Order number 2 I am told is carried over. Order number 3 is carried over. Order number 4.

The Speaker: Do I have it?
I do not have it. I need to see it.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Sure.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, if I may.
I entirely concur with what the Honourable
Member has said. He has been good enough to share
it with me. I did see it. And I must confess that when I
do receive communications from him he knows I full
well communicate back. I am a bit surprised he thinks
I would try to take his Bill and place it. He can ask me
about that. That is not the case. I apologise if I did not
respond before, but I was certainly not objecting to the
laying of this Bill.
It does not mean I am necessarily going to
support everything that is there; but I understand. And

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Premier.

BILL
SECOND READING
GAMING REFERENDUM ACT 2013
[Withdrawn]
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Under the provisions of
Standing Order 48 I move to withdraw the Bill entitled
Gaming Referendum Act 2013, which was introduced
on 29 November 2013.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Are there any objections to that?
Some Hon. Members: Yes.
Some Hon. Members: No.
The Speaker: The Bill will be withdrawn.
[Motion carried: The Gaming Referendum Bill 2013
was withdrawn.]
The Speaker: I move now to Order number 5, which
is the second reading of the Regulatory Authority
Amendment Act 2013, in the name of the Minister of
Education and Economic Development, Dr. Grant
Gibbons.

BILL
SECOND READING
REGULATORY AUTHORITY AMENDMENT ACT
2014
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I move that the Bill entitled, The Regulatory
Authority Amendment Act 2014, be now read the second time and committed.
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that?
Carry on, please.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to introduce the Regulatory Authority
Amendment Act 2014.
The primary objective of these amendments is
to allow for the Regulatory Authority to publish its determinations in a more efficient manner without compromising public access and transparency. The
amendments proposed will save both time and money
for the Regulatory Authority. This is directly beneficial
to the telecommunications sector and its customers
and broadly to any industry that becomes regulated by
the Authority.
Mr. Speaker, the amendment relates to the
gazetting of determinations by the Regulatory Authority. Under its current auspices these determinations
are essentially decisions made by the Regulator which
clarify or enforce the legislation and regulations set
out by the Electronic Communications Act. These issues are often complex, for example, the matter of
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significant market powers and possible remedies to
support competition.
Mr. Speaker, Honourable Members may also
be aware that section 7 of the Statutory Instruments
Act 1977 requires all statutory instruments to be published in the official Gazette. This is a standard means
by which to disseminate Government information to
the public. However, determinations by the Regulatory
Authority are often complex and technical and are
generally directed at the telecommunications carriers.
Therefore, the pool of significantly interested parties is
relatively small in these cases.
Mr. Speaker, the spirit of section 7(7) [sic] of
the Statutory Instruments Act is to ensure that all
members of the public have the opportunity to be informed of and review changes to legislation. This
makes sense for simple matters that do not need multiple pages to be published. For matters involving a
great deal of technical information it is less practical
and also costly.
Mr. Speaker, up to September 2013 six determinations were published totalling some 127
pages. It is worth noting that the Bermuda Monetary
Authority had experienced similar issues relating to
the publishing of its determinations. To obviate such
costly and inefficient practices section 6A([8]) of the
Insurance Act 1978 provides that the Schedules to
prudential standards Rules made by the BMA are not
published in full in the Official Gazette, but rather on
the BMA’s website, and are available for inspection at
their offices. A short notice is still published in the Official Gazette. This alerts the public and advises of the
availability of the schedules in the electronic and hard
copy and where to find it.
Mr. Speaker, the Regulatory Authority maintains an excellent website on which all determinations
are accessible. Because the BMA has already set a
precedent, it is logical that the Regulatory Authority
should follow suit in an effort to streamline and improve its service.
The requirement to publish the notice of the
determination in the Official Gazette will remain. The
notice will refer the public to the Regulatory Authority
website—which is www.rab.bm—to read the text in its
entirety. In order to effectively de-couple the notice
from the technical information, sections 62(3),
66(1)(b), 66(4)(b), 66(5)(a) and 66(6) of the Regulatory Authority Act 2011 need be amended to allow
gazetting of the notice only.
The most affected parties are the carriers, and
they all have the ability to easily access the Regulatory Authority’s website, as, of course, does 95 per
cent of our population. Printed copies of the Schedules will also be available at the Regulatory Authority’s
office for inspection by the public.
Mr. Speaker, Bermuda has one of the most
sophisticated and technically savvy populations in the
world. These amendments are both progressive and
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cost effective, and ones I hope both sides of this Honourable House can support.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Would any other Member care to speak?
I recognise the Shadow Minister MP Glenn
Blakeney.
You have the floor.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
One thing I would like to first off state is that
the Honourable Minister continues to provide me with
his Ministerial Brief and it is very much appreciated. I
would also like to commend the Honourable Minister
on a very pragmatic approach, and succinct piece of
legislation.
Obviously, as he has stated, the telecommunications and regulatory, BMA kind of detailed documentation is very involved, highly technical, and not
very cost effective when it has to be gazetted, because we do know the cost of the Government having
to incur that price for the placement in the Government Gazette.
The very pragmatic thinking is manifested with
regard to the precedent that has already been set at
the BMA where the full document is available online
on the appropriate website.
So again I would like to commend the Minister
for this piece of legislation and I will not take any more
time, save and except to say that he has the support
of the Opposition.
Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you, Honourable
Member.
Would any other Honourable Member care to
speak?
Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I was waiting to see if anybody else had anything to say. I appreciate the support of the Opposition, and I move that the Bill be committed.
The Speaker: Are there any objections to that?
There are none.
I would like to ask the Deputy Speaker if she
would take the Chair.
[Pause]
House in Committee at 3:32 pm

COMMITTEE ON BILL
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman]
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REGULATORY AUTHORITY AMENDMENT ACT
2014
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in
the Committee of the Whole House for further consideration of the Bill entitled, The Regulatory Authority
Amendment Act [2014].
I call on the Minister in charge to proceed.
Minister, you have the floor.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam
Chair.
Madam Chair, I would like to move the four
clauses. And just a small matter . . . I am also going to
move that the Bill (as it is currently set out says
“2013”) should be obviously “2014” as well. So would
you like me to proceed?
The Chairman: Yes, please.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Okay.
Thank you, Madam Chair.
Clause 1 is the citation. And this Act may be
cited as the Regulatory Authority Amendment Act
2014.
Clause 2—and let me start with clause 2(a)—
amends section 62(2)(a) of the Regulatory Authority
Act 2011 by clarifying that this section is now subject
to section 66 of the Act. Section 66 provides for general determinations to be made following public consultation. But in the event of the necessity of an emergency determination the public consultation would
follow rather than precede the determination.
Clause 2(b) amends section 62(3)(b) by referencing the new subsection 62(3A) which sets out the
new streamlined manner of publishing.
Clause 2(c) inserts a new subsection (3A)
which effectively provides that the obligation to publish
the determination excludes the Schedules which are
the lengthy portions of the determinations so long as
those Schedules are published on the Regulatory Authority’s website and that the Schedules are also
available for inspection at the Regulatory Authority’s
office in hard copy. This effectively separates the legal
notice from its technical elements, thereby streamlining the process of publishing, and ensures that a notice published in the Official Gazette specifically references the Schedule and indicates where they are
available.
Clause 3 inserts a new subsection into section
66, which speaks to emergency or interim determinations and provides that these are treated exactly as in
other determinations in which the notice of the determination is published in the Official Gazette while referencing the Schedules and publishing those as noted
above. This is to avoid ambiguity in which the lengthy
Schedules would be required to be gazetted once
again.
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Clause 4 amends section 67(2) . . . sorry, let
me start again. Clause 4 makes section 62(a) [sic]
subject to section 64(4) of the principal Act. This is to
rationalise the process of making an emergency or
interim determination in that these will now be effective before they are published in the Gazette, thereby
allowing the Regulatory Authority to act quickly in urgent situations.
Madam Chair, that concludes the clause by
clause analysis.
Thank you.
The Chairman: Thank you.
Are there any Members that would like to
speak to clauses 1 through 4?
Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow
Minister of Economic and Social Development Mr.
Glenn A. Blakeney.
You have the floor.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Madam Chair.
I just have one brief and simple question. I
know at times when you look to access hard copy inspection there is a nominal fee. I just want to be clear
that there will be no nominal fee if someone chooses
to go by the Authority’s office to do a physical hard
copy inspection.
The Chairman: Minister.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you for that
question.
To the best of my knowledge I do not believe
there is a fee in this particular case. But I will certainly
find out, and if I am wrong I will come back to you. But
I think the RA, as far as I understand it, does not
charge a fee for looking at their determinations.
Thank you.
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Authority provides regular pages, but the Cabinet Office works in column inches, so we are trying to sort
through that now.
Suffice it to say that, given the volume of material, we believe the savings will be reasonably significant.
Thank you.
The Chairman: Are there any other Members that
would like to speak to clauses 1 through 4?
No other Members.
Minister.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam
Chair.
Let’s see . . . I move the Preamble.
The Chairman: How about the clauses?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Oh, I am sorry. I
move clauses 1 through 4 with the amendment to
“2014.” Have we got that?
The Chairman: It has been moved that clauses 1
through 4 be approved, with revision to the title from
Regulatory Authority Amendment Act 2013 to Regulatory Authority Amendment Act 2014.
Are there any objections to that motion?
No objections.
Agreed to.
[Gavel]
[Motion carried: Clauses 1 through 4 and amendment
to title passed.]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I move the Preamble.

The Chairman: Are there any other Members that
would like to speak to clauses 1 through 4?
Thank you. The Chair recognises the Shadow
Finance Minister Mr. Burt.
You have the floor.

The Chairman: It has been moved that the Preamble
be approved.
Are there any objections to that motion?
No objections.
Agreed to.

Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you very much.
Does the Minister have an estimate about
how much money this may save the Government?

[Gavel]

The Chairman: Minister.

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Madam Chair, I
move that the Bill be reported to the House.

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you.
The question was about how much money
this may save the Government. I am trying to get a
better handle on that, as well, to be perfectly honest. It
is a little complicated because the Regulatory Authority depends on the Cabinet Office to do the gazetting.
And we are trying to get a sense of exactly how much
was spent on some of those pages. The Regulatory

[Motion carried: Preamble approved.]

The Chairman: It has been moved that the Bill be
reported to the House, with the amendment to the title.
Are there any objections to that motion?
No objections.
Agreed to.
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I move that the Bill
do now pass.

[Motion carried: The Regulatory Authority Amendment
Act 2014 was considered by a Committee of the
whole House and passed, with amendment to the title.]
[Pause]

The Speaker: Are there any objections to that?
The Bill is now passed.
Thank you.
[Motion carried: The Regulatory Authority Amendment
Act 2014, was read a third time and passed.]

House resumed at 3:39 pm
The Speaker: Mr. Premier.
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, in the Chair]

ADJOURNMENT

REPORT OF COMMITTEE
REGULATORY AUTHORITY AMENDMENT ACT
2014
The Speaker: Thank you, Members.
The Bill [entitled] the Regulatory Authority
Amendment Act 2014 has been approved with the
appropriate amendment—“2013” to “2014”—on the
printed copy.
We now move to the next Order, which is a
Motion by the Honourable Zane De Silva. He is not
here, so I guess that is carried over. Is it?
Motion by the Honourable D. P. Lister . . . that
is carried over as well? He is not here, so I expect that
that is carried over.
The Chair now recognises Dr. Gibbons for the
Third Reading.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That was very fast,
Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
[Laughter]
SUSPENSION OF STANDING ORDER 21
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I move that Standing
Order 21 be suspended to enable me to move that the
Bill entitled the Regulatory Authority Amendment Act
2014 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.]

BILL
THIRD READING
REGULATORY AUTHORITY AMENDMENT ACT
2014

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I now move that we adjourn until Friday, 21
February 2014.
st

The Speaker: Friday the 21 .
The Chair recognises the Honourable Member Walton Brown.
MANIPULATION OF JOB ADVERTISEMENT—
DOMESTIC WORKERS
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I want to raise an issue that I
have talked about in the past. It continues to be a
problem for this country, and this has to do with the
issues relating to domestic workers.
Domestic workers are a group that oftentimes
do not have a voice, they oftentimes work under very
severe and onerous conditions, and, to date, there
has been no demonstrated Government action to address this issue.
Mr. Speaker, if you look at some of the ads
that were posted recently in the media, the daily
newspaper, you will see some working conditions—
proposed working conditions—that are, first of all, designed to ensure that no Bermudian ever applies for
the position; and, secondly, that for the unfortunate
guest worker who comes here to work under those
conditions, they truly are onerous and, in my view, Mr.
Speaker, border on slavery.
I will just take two examples, because I scan
the newspaper every so often for these ads. There
was one ad in particular two weeks ago, Mr. Speaker,
in which the applicant was looking for someone to do
all general light and heavy cleaning (including brass
and silver), to cook, to do windows, to run errands, to
take care of the children, to work nights and weekends and public holidays as needed. But this was for
three households, Mr. Speaker. Three households!
The sheer audacity to put that kind of an ad in the
newspaper knowing full well that no Bermudian would
ever apply for that position.
Another ad . . . and the people put their
names in the paper as well. I am not mentioning the
names here, Mr. Speaker (just because I do not have
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the ad with me). But they put their name in the newspaper and they feel that it is a legitimate ad.
I see the Minister responsible in the House,
and I do want to encourage him to act on this matter.
The second ad, Mr. Speaker, called for someone to be a caregiver to a newborn. This person
would have to sleep in the room with the newborn, do
the feedings at night, Mr. Speaker, fly out on demand
to the United States, and speak Russian.
An Hon. Member: Speak Russian?
Mr. Walton Brown: To speak Russian in Bermuda!
So they thoroughly have someone in mind.
My honourable colleague, Mr. Roban, issued
a statement last week calling on the Government to
cease issuing permits for people who want to have a
permit for multiple households, because all it does is
provide for an oppressive set of conditions.
I have spoken directly to the Minister about
this issue, Mr. Speaker. I encouraged the Minister to
act decisively, because what we are doing is . . . we
are allowing for a set of conditions that can only be
oppressive. We have seen horror stories in Hong
Kong, horror stories in many parts of the Middle East
about domestic workers who are simply abused. I encouraged the Minister and the Ministry responsible for
work permits to do random spot checks on these domestic workers to assess whether or not their pensions are being paid, social insurance . . . Mr.
Speaker.
I [know] the mother of a friend who worked for
30 years in Bermuda and the employer never paid any
contributions. She was on her way back to the Philippines, and I asked her, Do you want me to help you
out because clearly your employer has abused you?
But she is leaving Bermuda and she is still afraid. She
is still afraid to have the issue addressed.
And so Mr. Speaker, this is a big issue. They
do not have a vote, but maybe that is why nobody
seems to care—they do not have a vote. They do not
have a voice. They are afraid.
So I would encourage the Government to act
decisively: One, stop issuing permits for people who
want to have one person work in multiple households,
and do random spot checks to ensure that these people are protected. So that is my first point, Mr.
Speaker.
GAMING REFERENDUM—WITHDRAWAL OF
Mr. Walton Brown: My second point has to do with
regard to this growing issue about the now withdrawn
referendum on gaming.
Mr. Speaker, many of us on both sides of this
House want to see casino gaming in this country. We
want to see it because we recognise that this represents an additional incentive to the prospective hotel
investor. But, Mr. Speaker, there was a solid commit-
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ment made to have the people participate in this discussion. What I see happening now with this withdrawal is the distrust of the people. I do not understand how we can claim to embrace democracy, how
we can claim to want to have openness, transparency
and public participation yet on an issue as significant
as this we do not have that popular participation.
So I am disappointed that we have now gone
down this route as Parliament. I remain committed to
having gaming in place, and I hope that provides the
necessary incentive to investors.
All I want to do, Mr. Speaker, is say that we
have set a dangerous precedent by issuing a series of
solemn promises to the people only to have it withdrawn at the last minute. As I said in December, Mr.
Speaker, when the Honourable Premier asked for
permission to rise and report progress on the Gaming
Referendum, the Honourable Premier knew he was
going to call for an abandonment of the referendum
because the Premier went from this Legislature, this
Parliament, to Cabinet Office to issue a press statement.
Mr. Speaker, that was misleading you. I have
called on the Premier to apologise to you, Mr.
Speaker, and to this House, because how can you on
the one hand say, I am going to rise and report progress, but you know very well . . . the only—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Walton Brown: Sorry, carry it over . . . the only
carrying over that you were going to do was carry it
out from a referendum into a decision. And that cannot be how we conduct ourselves in this Parliament,
Mr. Speaker.
So once again, I call on the Honourable Premier to apologise to you, Mr. Speaker, and to apologise to this House, for the misleading action that took
place on 13 December 2013.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Member from Warwick, MP Lawrence Scott.
You have the floor.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I rise in lieu of what has transpired today. And
for me, I had an issue with the fact that the referendum was taken away, or the choice of the people was
taken away from them, by this Government.
And then for me, Mr. Speaker, what really . . .
I got to think about it over the time that we were away
and it is funny how this Government will take the voice
of the people away when it comes to the Referendum
on Gaming because they seemingly have already
made promises or plans for this country, but, yet, in an
election they are going to want the people to speak up
and they are going to want the people’s support. So I
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do not see how on one hand we can sort of . . . or the
Government can be hypocritical to the point of asking
for the people’s support on one hand, and wanting to
hear what people have to say and airing their views,
but yet on the other hand, when it does not benefit
their ulterior motives or benefit the plans that they
have, then take that voice away from the people.
I think that the only way forward in . . . the
only way forward for this country is for it to be democratic—and just consistently democratic—always going
to the people one way or the other. I can applaud this
Government on holding town hall meetings, but yet I
think that it is a moot point if you are not going to give
the people the right to choose based on the information that they are given.
Mr. Speaker, I do not plan on speaking for a
long time on this because I think that there is still,
seemingly, a lot that has been unsaid and there are a
lot of facts and figures that have not come in yet. But I
think that for us, when it comes to gaming, when it
comes to basically any major decision in this country,
it actually has to be done by the people.
We are not elected, we have not been chosen, we have not been given the honour of sitting in
this House based on what we think, all right? We have
been given this responsibility to represent the people—and the people in all 36 constituencies. So when
we start making decisions on what we think is the best
way forward for this country, we are going down the
wrong path.
Now what this means is that if we were to go
through with this promising the people a say and then
taking it away on any major issue, it seems as though
this Government will only listen to the people if they
know they have the people’s support on something.
But yet, instead of trying to listen to the people and
then trying to make a path forward based off of what
the people want, . . . but yet this is the same Government that says that they are for the people, that they
listen to them, that they want to be there for them.
But Mr. Speaker, I think that we are setting a
very bad precedent because if you look at . . . I mean .
. . and even for those people that support gaming, in
the light of what has gone on today, Mr. Speaker, it . .
. it . . . gaming is not even here and it has already,
seemingly, sort of corrupted the democratic and governmental process here. So if that is what is happening—and it is not here and it is not legal yet—what is
going to happen when it is here?
What can we expect?
Who really would run the country then, Mr.
Speaker? Is it going to be the people that run the
country? Is it going to be the Government that runs
the country? Or is it going to be special interest
groups that run the country?
Is this . . . I mean, it is funny that you have
gaming . . . gaming has been said to be a lot of money
looking for a place to call home. So then if this Government is now trying to make a home for all this
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money, does this mean that we are now actually up
for bid? We go to the highest bidder? That this Government is going to say, Okay, well, if you are going to
inject millions of dollars we will do whatever you say?
Mr. Speaker, I do not think that any Government should be . . . I do not think that any Government should be doing the bidding of anybody except
for the people of this country.
So Mr. Speaker, I mean, now . . . even if you
have a referendum—which is the way that this party
feels we should go—will people really believe that
their voice is being heard?
Can the people really trust this Government?
And I am not trying to be antagonistic, I am
just asking the real questions that I hear when I go out
and I canvas my people. Because I know a lot of people in my constituency alone—constituency 24—that
were for gaming, but yet they are not for gaming under this Government. And that is not a statement on
gaming, it is a statement on the Government.
In the town halls a gentleman stood up and
said, You know what? You have lost my trust. I can’t
trust you anymore because you have broken so many
promises.
So if this Government is willing to get up and
say, You know what? We made promises that we
didn’t expect to keep because we were not expecting
to win the election . . . then maybe the country as a
whole could understand that. But if this Government is
going to say, You know what? It’s your fault that we
cannot . . . and continue to say that it is your fault, the
Bermudian people’s fault that we cannot keep our
promises, then Mr. Speaker, I mean . . .
To be fair and to be honest the Government’s
success . . . and I say this in the context of when I
canvas my people they say they hear a lot of bickering
back and forth. They hear us arguing back and forth—
and, Why can’t we just all get along? But Mr. Speaker,
what I cannot understand is that all the Government
needs to do to succeed is to listen to the people.
It seems as though this Government is listening to big business, this Government seems to listen
to those of an affluent lifestyle, and anybody who does
not conform or already believe their philosophies, their
ideals of moving forward, has no say in this country, is
not worth listening to. Actions speak louder than
words. If you are willing to listen to people, regardless
of what they think, you would have a referendum, all
right? Regardless, and let the people . . . if the people
have this country going forward to gaming, then we
can look at a way forward. Then we can say, Okay.
We’re going to go do this integrated model, and so on
and so forth.
But Mr. Speaker, it just seems as though this
country has turned a deaf ear to the people that they
say and they claim to represent.
[Inaudible interjections]
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Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Yes, I am sorry; the Government has turned a deaf ear to the country full of
the people they say they claim to represent.
But yet they will sit here and bring the ideals
of those people that do not live here, that happen to
possibly live in Washington or somewhere like that . . .
they bring their ideals to Bermuda. They say that this
is the way forward. You know, we look to other countries that are not of a democratic nature and say, They
are doing this so we should follow.
Mr. Speaker, I really . . . I really worry because the Government’s success is the country’s success. But the Government’s failure is the country’s
failure. Unfortunately, it seems as though this country
is going down the road or the path to failure. And none
of us want to see that happen, Mr. Speaker.
But yet this Government . . . no matter what
they say, their actions show that they are not of the
people, for the people, by the people. They are of
themselves, for themselves, by themselves. Mr.
Speaker, they can say Oh, we are here for you, but
yet when they have the opportunity, when they have
the current opportunity to say, You know what? All
those naysayers that say that we don’t listen to you . .
. here is a referendum, have your say. All right? Have
your say. So therefore—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: There are other Members
that are saying that our Leader did not want a referendum.
Our party position is that the referendum is
the way to go, Mr. Speaker. And if our party position is
that the referendum is the way to go, that means that
our Leader says that a referendum is the way to go!
But yet what our Leader tried to do, Mr. Speaker, our
Leader tried. He tried to work with the Government,
Mr. Speaker, and the Government said, Gwey all
right?
Mr. Speaker, the Government said, We don’t
want to hear that, that was just talk, Opposition
Leader. We weren’t really trying to work with you. We
just wanted to say it because it sounded good.
When Gary Moreno says it on the ZBM news
it sounds good. When they say it on the VSB News it
sounds good. When it is on Bernews it looks good.
When it is in the Royal Gazette it reads good. That is
the only reason we are doing it, we are doing it for . . .
just for kicks and giggles. It is what we call “PR” Opposition Leader, right?
But when we come . . . and this is where . . .
this is where it gets dangerous, Mr. Speaker. And I am
going to reiterate this point again. The gaming is not
here yet but yet we cannot tell . . . but yet you do not
know who is running this country. You have a Government that promised time and time again—time and
time again . . . you have Ministers that have stood up
in this House and said, We are bringing a referendum,
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that this referendum is coming . . . it is coming, it is
coming, it is coming. But then at the ninth hour it was
coming, at the tenth hour it was coming, but at the
twelfth hour, Mr. Speaker, they took it away.
Mr. Speaker, with what I see so far I shudder
to think what this budget is going to look like. I really,
really hope that there are no lay-offs in this budget,
because people are suffering as it is, Mr. Speaker.
They said “shared sacrifice.” I have yet to see big
business take a sacrifice, Mr. Speaker. But yet I see
people in my constituency, Mr. Speaker, who have
taken a 10 per cent cut in their pay, all right? They
have taken a 10 per cent cut in their pay, and now are
struggling to afford their houses. And this Government
is saying that it is their fault, all right? But yet, while
people are taking 10 per cent pay cuts this Government is travelling all over the world for who knows
what . . . because I know we have not had statements
coming back [concerning] all the travel that has been
going on, Mr. Speaker. But yet we are wrong for wanting to know what is going on and what is being done
with the people’s money, all right?
Mr. Speaker, then they are bringing in people
that are supposed to market Bermuda and saying,
You don’t deserve to know how much this person gets
paid, even though it is your money, all right?
Mr. Speaker, the SEC automatically puts out
and makes public knowledge what CEOs are getting
paid. So the CEOs of Fortune 500 Companies . . . we
know what they are getting paid, why can we not
know what this person is getting paid here?
So Mr. Speaker, I am just wondering. It seems
as though, you know, it is . . . when I was in the Air
Force there was a rule, Mr. Speaker. Our Attack Officers used to tell us (and I understand, and I know that
the Honourable Member Burt can relate to this because he was in the Air Force with me), Don’t do as I
do, do as I say. Now that is not democratic at all, but
that is what it seems that this Government is telling
this country. Don’t do as we do. We don’t want you to
fly on private jets. We don’t want you to go and travel
all over the world and see the world. We just want to
tell you to provide “shared sacrifice.” We want you to
take a pay cut. We want you to have furlough days.
We don’t care if you can afford your house. And you
seniors who are on a fixed budget, you know what?
We are going to increase the amount of money that it
costs to live in this country by making you pay to license your car.
You know?
So therefore the thing is, the people that are
talking . . . and I hear the interpolations from the other
end talking about wanting this country to go bankrupt.
These are people that do not have to worry about
money, Mr. Speaker. These are people that are from
an affluent lifestyle, all right? They do not understand
that there are people in this country that are working
two, three jobs just not to be sent to the Credit Asso-
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ciation, Mr. Speaker. They do not understand that, Mr.
Speaker, all right?

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

[Gavel]

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: And . . . and . . . one of the
Ministers on the other side, that happens to have the
same last name as me, says that I do not understand
it.
Mr. Speaker, I am working two jobs right now
just to make ends meet. I understand what it means to
make a dollar out of fifteen cents. I understand that,
Mr. Speaker, all right? I know what it is, I have been
there before where I have had to run the extension
cord from my neighbour’s house to my house just so
that I could have electricity, Mr. Speaker. I know that!
But how many Members of the Government
can say that they have had to do the same thing? But
yet what they want to do is . . . they want to tell you,
You know what? Your voice doesn’t matter Bermuda—until it comes to election time. That is the only
time they care what Bermudians think, at election
time.
How many of them have been out there
house-to-house honestly and earnestly listening to
what people are doing and to what the concerns of
this country are? How many of them? They do not
care about the increasing cost of health care, Mr.
Speaker. They do not care about it because who is
controlling health care? Which one of us has an interest in health insurance in this House, Mr. Speaker?
I know I do not, Mr. Speaker. I pay health insurance, all right? And the thing is—

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: What happened to Hershey,
Mr. Speaker?
All right?
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Honourable
Member, you must be quiet.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: You know, I am just saying .
..
For me, Mr. Speaker, all I want to know is how
can this Government honestly and earnestly take the
right and the voice of the people away from them and
then expect them to trust them?
I remember after the first few months they
were sitting in their honeymoon phase talking about
how many times people marched on Parliament under
the old PLP administration. But people are march—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Oh, I have not seen in a long
time the strike that happened the other day. All right?
How many—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: All right? It has nothing to do
with—

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: Let us settle down, Members. Settle
down please.
Carry on.

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Mr. Speaker, there are some
Members in this House that, may I dare say, are naïve
enough to say that it has nothing to do with Government.
When the buses were on strike I could have
sworn that those were government public service vehicles. When the ferries were on strike I could have
sworn that they were public service vehicles. I could
have sworn that all of these were government departments, government workers. So if government
workers are going on strike, how could it not have
been part of the government?
I could have sworn that . . . you know, they did
not handle it correctly. I could have sworn . . . mind
you, I would love for somebody to get up and tell me
that I am wrong, that the Government did handle it as
best as they could, because if they had handled it as
best as they could there would have never been a
strike, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: And, Mr. Speaker, I mean for
me it is almost incomprehensionable [sic]. I do not
know how some Members in this House sleep at night
when the words that they say do not correlate with the
actions that they provide. All right?
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: And, Mr. Speaker, I may
have used a word that is not in the English Dictionary
right now, as some Members are pointing out, but that
is the only word that I could think of that can actually
encapsulate what I am trying to say.
But, Mr. Speaker, I notice that those who have
the most mouth, and the most to say when they are
sitting in those seats, are the same ones that either
said the wrong thing or killed the wrong animals, and
that way they do not have their job anymore, Mr.
Speaker.

[Inaudible interjections]
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Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Let me tell you this, Mr.
Speaker, once again. In the Air Force they say that a
good general knows how to win a war, a great general
knows how to avoid one. This Government cannot
avoid a war. They are born to war with the unions and
they are not going to win that one, Mr. Speaker.
The only way to win the war with the unions is
to listen to the unions. And the only way you can listen
to unions means that you have to listen to people, and
we know that this Government does not listen to the
people.
Mr. Speaker, if you have a company that is
not part of the Fortune 500, if you are not bringing in
six figures or more, this Government does not want to
hear what you have to say, because if they wanted to
hear what everybody had to say they would have the
referendum, and I do not see one coming. We just
saw it. They took it away. And nobody—nobody on
the Government side—said, Hey, hold on. No, no, no,
let’s keep that referendum because we want to keep
our promise. Nobody cared about keeping a promise
then. And I can guarantee you, Mr. Speaker, when it
comes to election day they are going to have some
way to spin the fact that they took the referendum
away.
They are going to say, We really wanted your
voice then. We wanted it. But for some [reason] they
are going to say the PLP caused them to take it away.
How can the PLP cause you take the referendum
away when that is what we want? How can we do
that? And the thing is they want to talk about how this
gaming is going to bring jobs. Mr. Speaker, what they
have not realised is that the competition . . . we could
say building a casino right now makes things obsolete—
[Timer beeps]
The Speaker: That is it, Honourable Member.
The Honourable Learned Member from
Southampton West Central, Minister Shawn Crockwell, you have the floor.
IN REPLY TO OPPOSITION LEADER’S PERSONAL
EXPLANATION
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, although I would like to address
some of the remarks from the last speaker I will be
addressing comments made by the Opposition Leader
during his personal explanation.
Mr. Speaker, I wish to stand and emphatically
deny the comments he made in relation to the Premier
stating to him that a developer had made any offer to
me. I can only speak for myself, Mr. Speaker, but I
certainly believe that no offer was made to any Member of this Government, or, certainly, entertained. But
no offer was made to me concerning the issuance of a
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casino licence. And so I am standing here today and I
will emphatically deny that.
This is a desperate Opposition Leader, Mr.
Speaker. He is a desperate Opposition Leader who
has been exposed, Mr. Speaker, and has come to this
Honourable House and has impugned the integrity of
the Premier and Ministers of this Government. And I
challenge the Opposition Leader to say it outside
these Chambers.
Say it outside these Chambers! Let us get it
on, Mr. Speaker.
No, I want it, Mr. Speaker. Say it outside of
these Chambers, whatever he has got, because he
has been saying all sorts of things today about how he
has got this and he has got that. Well, bring it on—
outside of the Chamber, Mr. Speaker. Okay?
Now Mr. Speaker, what the Honourable Opposition Leader said today makes absolutely no sense
at all! None! Okay? First of all, I have not discussed,
as I said, with any developer the issuance of a casino
licence. In fact the process will be through a Regulatory Authority. But we have an RFPL for the St.
George’s project, and I know that there are developers who are interested in a casino licence. Absolutely,
Mr. Speaker. We know that. But there have been no
conversations . . . we have not even legalised casino
gaming, Mr. Speaker. There have been no conversations with any developer concerning the issuance of a
licence.
But you know, Mr. Speaker, what is interesting . . . how ironic it is that the individuals that overheard the conversation . . . well, a portion of the conversation, between the Opposition Leader and the
Premier—the phone conversation—how ironic that the
individuals who heard it were the individuals that the
Premier told the Opposition Leader were going to receive some up-front payment. But Mr. Speaker, what
Premier . . . what Premier is going to tell the Opposition Leader . . . whisper in his ear, Well, guess what,
we are going to get an up-front payment? What Premier is going to that? Especially from an Opposition
Leader who from day one in this House has been predicting the demise of this Government and, in fact,
has been talking about 14 months. Well, February is
14 months. Here we are! Here is February! So his
time is running out, Mr. Speaker, okay? So all of a
sudden now—
[General uproar]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: —all of a sudden now . . .
Bring it on, bring it on! I have no concerns or
no worries, Mr. Speaker. Okay?
His time is running out. So all of a sudden
ironically the individuals who overheard the conversation are now implicated in some fantasy offer that the
Premier is going to confide in the Opposition Leader!
How absurd is that?
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Could the Opposition Leader not come up
with something better than that?
And two months—two months—he had to wait
to come to this Honourable Chamber to say it because he knows what would happen if he says it on
the outside. He has one lawsuit against him now, Mr.
Speaker. He has got one now!
Say it outside! Say it outside.
We will see if he says it. We will see if he says
it. Say it outside these Chambers, because if it is true
he will say it! If it is true he will say it, okay? We want
to see if he will have the audacity to say it outside
these Chambers.
Now, Mr. Speaker, these are the utterings of a
desperate Opposition Leader. And, Mr. Speaker, I
know that the Premier has already publicly denounced
it. And I know the Opposition Leader has already
categorised . . . I am sorry, the Premier has categorised the Opposition Leader for who he is outside of
these Chambers. And let us see what he does about
that, Mr. Speaker.
So all of these innuendos about he is from
White Hill, and what he would do to you, and all this
type of stuff . . . I am not afraid of the Opposition
Leader.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: He can be from White
Hill. I do not care where he is from, Mr. Speaker,
okay? So let us get that straight today.
So, Mr. Speaker—
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of Order, Mr.
Speaker.
POINT OF ORDER
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know Mr.
Speaker, the . . . the respect . . . I mean that language
that that Honourable Member just uttered is not in
common with what should be said in this House—
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —it is like he is inciting
to fight somebody.
The Speaker: Yes, but it is just his tone—
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, but—
The Speaker: —his tone, yes. The language . . . there
is nothing wrong with the language, Honourable
Member.

The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: But the incitement,
that is what he is trying.

POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable
and Learned Member is misleading the House. He is
making more spurious claims similar to Friday the
th
13 , but this time I am here.
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: What threats? When did I
make those threats?
The Speaker: All right, okay, okay, thanks.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, we all on
this side of the House see it on a weekly basis . . . on
a weekly basis.
And for whatever reason the Opposition
Leader has in his mind that somehow we are afraid of
him, nobody on this side of this House . . . maybe his
Members are afraid of him; but let the record show no
one on this side of the House is afraid of the Opposition Leader. I do not care where he is from. Okay? I
do not care where he is from.
[Desk thumping]

The Speaker: Yes, yes, thank you.
Thanks, Honourable Member, thanks.
Carry on.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Yes, thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, for the Deputy Opposition to get
up and talk about language, when earlier today his
Leader got up and accused that the Premier said that
two of his Ministers and himself are receiving some
type of payment? Mr. Speaker, in fact I am disappointed that that was allowed to be said in this Honourable House. Where is the evidence of that?
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of Order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, the . . .
the Government of the day on December 13 made
those claims against our Leader when he was not
here, and they were lies.
The Speaker: All right. You have said it.
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Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: They were lies. They
were lies.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, right. We have
heard it. And I think the Honourable Member responded, and this Honourable Member is now responding. I think Members have a right to their opinions.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, in closing
let me say this, because everyone is talking about
th
what was said on December 13 —I am going to reitth
erate what I said on December 13 , okay, what I
heard in the telephone conversation. I heard the Opposition Leader say to the Premier—and I said this
then and it was not denied then and it has not been
denied for two months!
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But I fear it is going to get worse. And the
loser in all of this, Mr. Speaker, is this country. Thank
you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
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 have been
around for a long time and—
An Hon. Member: Too long!
[Laughter]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, I am not the person
who said “too long” . . . the Honourable Member said
too long.

An Hon. Member: He wasn’t here.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: I said . . . oh, he was on
the radio that afternoon, so he heard what was said,
he could have denied it.
I said the Opposition Leader said, If you do
not change the wording of the question our people will
not support it. That is all I said.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

TRAVEL TO WASHINGTON, DC, BY PREMIER,
MINISTER OF TOURISM AND ATTORNEY GENERAL
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And you did not last too long
as Minister either.
But let me just say that, Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate. And I think part of the problem is that the
Government has not been quite truthful in the whole
idea about the casinos or the idea about what has
come to be known as “Jetgate.”
Some Hon. Members: Ooh.

The Speaker: You did not say that? All right, thank
you. If you did not say it—

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, there was a
saying, and most people would understand this. They
said that there was an idea about Shadrach, Meshach
and Abednego. And the king of the day said, Who is
that fourth person inside of that fire? Shadrach, Meshach and Abednego. And the King said, That looks
like . . .

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I did not say it.

An Hon. Member: Looks like Wayne.

The Speaker: All right. Thank you.

[Laughter]

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I did not say it.

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: It looked like Jesus.
But, Mr. Speaker, on that plane—which has
never been revealed to us until I found out today—
there were three people, four people, on the plane or
more—Shadrach, Meshach and Abednego. The question is, Why was the fourth person (as far as we understand it) on the plane with three Ministers?

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Honourable and Learned
Member is clearly once again misleading this Honourable House.

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: But that is fine, Mr.
Speaker, that is fine.
The Speaker: Carry on.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And so all of a sudden
today those Members who heard it are now caught up
in some type of conspiracy that the Premier divulged
to the Opposition Leader. Well, well, well, I did not
think things could get any more ridiculous and insane
as this, Mr. Speaker. I really did not.

An Hon. Member: Must have been a civil servant.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: We thought it would at least
be a civil servant. But we found out today that the
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fourth person was the general manager of the gas
station of the Premier.
An Hon. Member: What?
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I did not know that. I just
found out today.
And so as a country . . . is Cabinet aware . . .
First of all Cabinet was not aware that you got on the
plane. Cabinet was not even aware he was on the
plane. At least that is what I heard the Honourable
Member Grant Gibbons say. Maybe he missed that
Cabinet meeting. Maybe he missed that Cabinet
meeting. But my question, Mr. Speaker, is, Why would
the general manager of the Premier be on the plane to
go to negotiate about development—
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possible three licences for casinos, but the first one
will be St. George’s. And no one individual will get a
licence until we see how that works. Now that concerns me. That concerns me, because it is like ducks
being joined up. Why is all this happening?
And the Cabinet has to be concerned. The
One Bermuda Alliance has to be concerned. In the
olden days, Mr. Speaker, you got a call in the United
Bermuda Party that said your time is up. But Mr.
Speaker, I am hoping that we get the call tonight for
somebody saying that their time is up.
But Mr. Speaker, what we have heard today .
. . the Premier of this country ought to resign.
An Hon. Member: Yes!
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of Order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member is misleading the House. We had this
debate before. He may have gone on private trips to
negotiate that was paid for by developers, but that trip
. . . there was no negotiation.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: No negotiation.
[General uproar]
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Honourable Member.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Well, okay, Mr. Speaker,
maybe not negotiations—
The Speaker: The Member said that.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: The question was why was
he on the plane with three Ministers and not a civil
servant? And that has never been answered. That has
never come to this Honourable House. And I am sure
it never went to Cabinet because he saw the expressions on their face.
Why was the general manager of the gas station on the plane? That is a big question. No civil servants. And if there was not a negotiation, then was it a
holiday? Was it a vacation? Was it . . . what was it?
And to talk about the idea, I understand, of developing
hotels.
So I scratched my head. And then I heard the
Minister down at St. George’s say that there are a

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: He ought to resign.
He ought to resign. It is unfortunate, Mr.
Speaker, that is what we are hearing because you
have to ask the reason. Why was the general manager on the plane? Now one can ask for . . . one can
say that he got a ride up. Did he get a ride back? Did
he get a lift back? But no one knows. No one knew
that.
I could see it on Cabinet’s face, Mr. Premier,
that they did not know that your general manager was
on the plane with you and two other Cabinet Ministers.
That, to me, Mr. Speaker, [says] something is going
wrong. Something has gone wrong.
So Mr. Speaker, it is unfortunate that we are .
. . like I said at the beginning of this, I have never, I
have never in my whole . . . one of the Members said
he has been 25 . . . myself and the Honourable Member Trevor Moniz came in 1993. And never in all of my
time [have I] seen the statements being made by the
Opposition on a Premier . . . and we are hearing that
general managers of the Premier are flying on the
plane to talk about development of Bermuda . . . we
have never, never.
So Mr. Speaker, we have come to a point in
our history . . . the trust that this country has in the
Government has to be corrected. It has to be corrected. We cannot last. And if they want to last another four . . . three years, and maybe two more
months (the Honourable Member said we have got
two months, the Honourable Member Shawn Crockwell—they gave you 14 months) . . . if you want to last
over that 14 months, the Honourable Premier . . . and
I see him smiling . . . he needs to resign and put the
Honourable Member who is really the Leader of that
party in place.
The time has come for us to restore trust in
the Government. It has to come to an end. Mr.
Speaker, that is why I am saying right now it is time
for the Premier to resign.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
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The Chair will recognise the Honourable Attorney General.
You have the floor.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Mr. Speaker, we are at
where we are at. I have made more than a few fiery
speeches in this House before and today is not going
to be one of them. It is not.
The head kind of spins sometimes. You know
you anticipate that things are going to come and you
can look at it and say, well it could be this and it could
be this and what is it going to be? And I have to say I
did not see that one coming today. I anticipated, I
thought well maybe the Opposition Leader is going to
say he did not say that, but then I thought well he
cannot say that. He has not said anything for months,
and I heard what he said and I wrote it down at the
time because I was in another meeting, so he cannot
possibly say, I just didn’t say that. So that one threw
me initially.
And then the rest of it threw me as well, but it
also . . . I started to smile—and I will come to that and
build on it as I develop why it made me smile—
because of how nonsensical that would actually be.
Now I know that the supporters, the close
supporters of the Opposition Leader, that whatever he
says they are going to say, There you go, that’s it. I
got a feel for this last night at the meeting that, you
know, one participant was saying, You made a deal
with Singapore. And you sit and you listen to stuff like
that and you go, Wow! I made a deal with Singapore!
So it is not the first time that I have heard those types
of things in this job.
And what makes me sad is, I actually like being Attorney General. I think anybody who is a lawyer
would like being AG. I think that any of the Members
on the opposite side . . . I know that my honourable
and learned friend Ms. Wilson liked being AG. So she
was disappointed when she did not get to be the AG
sitting here. I would have been too. And I know that
the former Minister Scott—
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes. You do not agree with that?
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: No, not at all.
The Speaker: All right, okay.
Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: Not at all, so he is misleading
the House.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you Honourable Member.
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Mrs. Kim A. Wilson: Thank you.
The Speaker: She does not agree with that, AG.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I should not have projected, I
get it.
I am getting there, but, so far, I have kind of
liked some things about it. (I should say it that way.) I
like the people I work with, and I like some of the legal
challenges. Maybe my honourable and learned friend,
Mr. Scott, enjoyed it at times. I do not know. Maybe he
did not. But there are things about it you enjoy. I think
as a lawyer it is like you kind of want to . . . it is the
kind of job you cannot say no to, even if you had a
successful private practice. And it is not as attractive
as the rewards of a private practice, but you cannot
say no to it. It is a new challenge.
So there is definitely a love I have for being
Attorney General. But, boy, this political thing around
it, you know, and the office of having . . . maybe
something we have got to consider in the future is like
having a political Attorney General, which is what the
previous Government changed it to constitutionally . . .
that . . . the politics around it is not a nourishing thing.
It is just not.
You know, and I have had to sit there and
hear, He has done this, and resign, He’s been incompetent . . . and from people on that side—from that
Opposition Leader, who I was competent enough for
his wife to come and work with me and be her . . . her
pupil—
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I was competent enough to
call her to the Bar, you know?
The Speaker: All right, leave the Honourable Member’s wife out of it. Yes, leave the Honourable Member’s wife out of it.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I have great . . . there is no
reason for him to be upset with me. I have great affection for his wife. I think . . . you know, I think she will
make a great lawyer.
That is just a fact.
That is a fact. I called her to the bar, right?
And looking across there I see the faces of
how many people have come to me for advice, often
for free. How many people whose families I have represented on that side, with thanks? You know, despite
being in Opposition. But that is okay because they tell
me when they see me, Mark, you know, this is politics.
It is politics.
Okay, you know, so I try to be a bit thick. For
me it gets . . . saying personal stuff is difficult to get
into the shield once you walk out the door and say
Okay, it is all just politics, let’s go have a drink, when it
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has been that fundamentally nasty. Fundamentally
nasty.
But it is the way it goes, you know. If you hear
things that are said, and I heard what was said, and
decisions were made around that, and this is what we
are going to do. But you hear stuff about . . . we are
still hearing Jetgate is coming back. I cannot believe
the jet is flying around.
You know, I went and looked into the whole
Jetgate thing. They had over 30 Jetgates, none of
those have come . . . and some of them they paid for,
some of them they did not. They used company jets
any number of times during their tenure as Government—companies like Flagstone Re and other companies that we know about here. They called up and
used their jets. One of them they paid a substantial bill
for. A substantial bill of over $20,000 because they
were going to get sued by that company. Now there is
a Jetgate for you.
And it is people on that side that were on
some of those jets. Some of them were only going to
a football game on a jet.
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Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —with a Government tab.
The Speaker: —thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I want to know who it is.
The Speaker: Carry on.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I did not say that they were
necessarily Government tabs. That was a good choice
of words. I did not say that. I said . . . listen, listen because I know how you do this. You have got your
master spinners there. I said some of those were paid
for on the Government tab. That is a fact, all right?
Some of those Members and some of the Members in
the previous Government that sat there were—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: He corrected himself, thank
you. That is—
The Speaker: All right, that is true.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: No, no, no.

Some Hon. Members: Ooh!
The Speaker: Honourable Member?
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: And so they have managed
to take the Jetgate, and the jet is coming back again.
And you know what has struck me, Mr.
Speaker? The ability that this Opposition has had—
An Hon. Member: Football game?
An Hon. Member: The atrocity of it all!
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It is the ability—

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Okay, come on stand up and
say, No, Mark . . . No, Mark! Hallelujah, we didn’t take
dozens of jet flights, our Government did not do that.
Stand up and say that. Deny it.
Deny it! Stand up and say, Our Government
did not take dozens of jet flights.
Tumbleweeds.
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, this is a Point of Information.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of Order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Honourable Member is misleading the
House, I believe.
The Speaker: Yes. What . . . what is the?

The Speaker: Yes, please.
POINT OF INFORMATION
Mr. E. David Burt: I will deny that. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member
said that there are some Members on this side of the
House that have been on these jet trips. I challenge
him to say who.

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, I am not
aware of any . . . the previous Government taking any
of these jet flights. I have never even been on a private plane.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Honourable Member carry on, please.

The Speaker: All right, okay.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I do not know one Member
on this side that has been on a . . . he just said some
Members on this side had been on a jet trip—
The Speaker: All right. All right—

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I deny I have
been on a private plane.
The Speaker: So no one has been on private planes
here.
Carry on, Honourable Member. Carry on.
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Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So a lot of it . . . you have
these projections of things the way that the previous
Government did them, you know, the way that they
were involved in private business and the way that
they were involved in Government business, and for a
long time. And I get it. So there is a lot of projection.
You hear it all the time. And I get the feeling it was
what we did or what we would have done is what you
are doing.
So here, deny this one: In the lease that was
granted for the original Club Med, which we addressed when it came in (because I reviewed all these
things as one would expect). The first thing I said I
was going to do was start reviewing all Government
contracts. They had to be looked at. In a clause of that
lease for the granting of Club Med there was a clause
that said if the Government legalised gaming, then the
developer of that property would get a casino licence.
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Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Oh, okay. You know what? I
will go with that.
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I like that . . . I will go with
that. I like that. I do not think that is entirely accurate,
but I will go with that, that is exactly . . . what is says is
this Government is going to ensure whatever . . . for
getting the lease, for doing the development, for blowing up the building, if it is legalised he will get a licence. Now does that not sound familiar?
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So let me tell you—
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of Order.

Some Hon. Members: Ooh.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is in the lease that if he
developed the property—

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —they really do not want to
hear what I have to say.
The Speaker: Yes.

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —if he developed it . . . well,
no, Mr. Speaker, you might not know it, you might
have forgotten.
Now that is a Government promising a developer a casino licence for getting a lease and doing a
development. Now does that sound familiar?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of Order, Mr.
Speaker.

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: If I recall, Mr. Speaker, that
that lease was passed in this Honourable House.
The Speaker: Yes, right.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: And so—
The Speaker: And I think he is . . . that is all right, he
is just . . . he can refer to it.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No, I am just . . . I just—

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Does that sound familiar?
The Speaker: And I think the Honourable Member
corrected it. The Honourable Member, Zane De Silva,
corrected it. He corrected the point.
Carry on. He corrected him, Member.

The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I think the Honourable
Member is unintentionally misleading the House. If he
looks at the lease correctly it does not say . . . it does
not say, If this developer goes ahead with the building
of a hotel he will get a casino licence. It says some
words to this effect: If he goes ahead with the building
of [the hotel] and if casino gaming is passed he will be
given a casino licence. That is the correct wording.
The Speaker: All right, thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Not if he builds it he will get
it automatically.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Carry on.

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: So there, written into that . . .
put together by them . . . I do not know if the Honourable Learned Attorney General saw it at the time because there were a lot of things that got done without
them being run through the Attorney General or the
Chambers, that is a fact. But that is a fact. That was a
promise. And that sounds vaguely familiar.
So what I did on coming in, to start to look at
how we would put this together, and the concerns that
I knew would be raised, and the things that would be
generated around how was this going on, are all these
things that were here. That is what made me smile.
What particularly drew me to the way that the
Singaporean model had been put together was that
the way that the legislation is being crafted and the
regulatory rules that apply for it create a regulatory
commission. And the Government, or any members of
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the Government, cannot have any involvement in
granting a casino licence to any developer at all.
So one, it would be incredibly obtuse and stupid for anybody to consider that a developer would
come to them and say, I will build this great development, make you an up-front payment . . . it is entirely
slanderous.
If you will grant me a licence . . . now, maybe,
somewhere twisted, they are thinking, Well because
that is how we phrased it in a lease with a developer
that we were dealing with that that is what they are
going to try and do. But this is where they are wrong
and that is where it falls apart.
The checks and balances that we are ensuring going into place would not allow for that to happen. It would not allow for that to happen. I know how
this thing has to be so clean. I know it cannot be grey .
. . I know it cannot be grey, like when you open a
gaming shop and you have got certain ties in with
people that have gray operations elsewhere. I know
that we cannot have that type of thing going on . . .
that you could get into the gaming business and not
disclose all of the information about who you are actually involved with in that gaming business. That is
type of thing that would cause serious, serious concern. And we as a jurisdiction cannot have that.
So when I started to look at this . . . and I
have a whole team working on this, and advice being
given. And one of the things that I want to ensure that
we have in that Regulatory Authority is that a Member
of the Opposition would sit on it. A Member of the Opposition would sit on it. And to do that on the basis
that it would be a system of checks and balances.
So today when I heard that flourish . . . and
believe me, Mr. Speaker, I know I have seen it before,
I am trying to get better at it, that Opposition collectively has made me angry at times—angry—but not
today. Because when I heard that I have to smile because I know what I have been working on, I know
what we have been working on as a Government, I
know what has been discussed. I know the system
that we are putting into place. So it makes that type of
allegation an absolute nonsense. An absolute nonsense. Aside from the fact to think that the Leader of
the Government would entrust information like that to
that Opposition Leader. To that Opposition Leader?
With the stuff that from the very beginning . . . that he
has gone on TV with his Tourette’s, and called us demons and practitioners of the dark arts, and jokers
and . . . and, your time is numbered, and all the those
types of subtle threats he makes in the House—that
the Premier of the country would think . . . well, leaving all of the Tourette’s aside—
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
Point of Order, Mr. Speaker!
The Speaker: Yes.
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POINT OF ORDER
[Unparliamentary language]

Mr. E. David Burt: I did not think I heard it correctly
the first time, but I would certainly expect that Honourable Member will withdraw that from this House.
That is not language in this House, to accuse the Opposition Leader of having a mental deficiency, really?
Really, Attorney General that is what you are
saying now?
The Speaker: I hope you did not say that.
Mr. E. David Burt: Yes, he did, Mr. Speaker. He said
it twice.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I started . . . it started—
Mr. E. David Burt: You said it twice.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It is not a deficiency, it is a
disorder when somebody says things—
The Speaker: Well then, yes, maybe you should
withdraw that.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Actually, it is kind of being
nice because you are saying they cannot help what
they are saying.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes, we should
not say that.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: It is a good word—
Tourette’s—it is used a lot.
So the fact of the matter is you hear that but
that is . . . one has to get accustomed to that. Either
that or he is just being plain nasty.
But those things get said, they were being
said today. You know, that is the type of thing that has
gone on. So to think that the Premier of the country a
few weeks back would decide, You know what? I
know I can sit down and have a chat with Marc Bean
and discuss with him a corrupt plan that I have in
place, that I have either included two of my Ministers
with or am going to include them in . . . but I am going
to tell you about it because I can trust you because
you are not going to blurt things out like all crazy like,
that would not be you.
[Laughter]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Well somebody is crazy—
and I do not think it is this Premier right here—that he
would think that that was safe information.
But you know, I know it does not matter.
Some people can get on to that. But the point is, on
the basis of the way it is set out I am just smiling, because there are any number of people (we are getting
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emails now) that know how the Regulatory Authority is
going to be set up, that know what we are looking at
doing, that know from the town hall meetings that we
are having, that know about the safety provisions that
are being put in place, to make us a world leader if we
are going to this. To make us a world leader. So there
are all those checks and balances.
So I do not have to go away and hear concerns from people about things that may have gone
on with regard to, Can I get a piece of that and can I
get a piece of this. We have to stop that, because, as
my honourable and learned friend Mr. Crockwell said
before he sat down, that damages the country. And
part of the reason that I have not stood up and often
rabbited on—wanting to because my own ego feels
damaged, or because I feel hurt about things they
have said—part of the reason I have not done that is
thinking Mark, you have got to put Bermuda first, and
almost hope that all of the scudder and all the things
are not the case or to run them all out because it just
makes us look bad for the sake of political gain, because all you want so desperately is to just be the
Government that you have lost. And you are prepared
to say whatever, whenever, however, in order to create that.
It is dangerous. It is dangerous when you go
on a Caribbean network and start fulminating about
the Government of the day. It does not . . .
What do they think is going to happen? That
after . . . one day they may be the Government again.
One day they may be. And then they are going to sidle up private business and say, That was just politics,
you know? We have politics . . . Bermuda is a good
place and we are all good people, and we won’t act
like that. That’s all politics. We’re going to be good
now. And we want to be your friends, we want your
money, we want you to invest, you can trust us.
That is not how it is going to work. Some of
that trouble. Some of that trouble, yes. Like you know
trying to win back trust of people to come back here
and invest and do things.
And so it has been imperative . . . imperative .
. . imperative that we tick the boxes and make sure
that the checks and balances are there so there can
be no greyness about it. And I have dedicated myself .
. . dedicated myself as Attorney General. And I am not
perfect. I might not get everything right. But I can tell
you this, Mr. Speaker, I can tell you this—I have dedicated myself to looking at those checks and balances
right across the board. Whether it is getting our AML
structure (Anti-Money Laundering structure) in play,
whether it is doing a number of the things that I have
pushed forward, including, but not limited to, how we
set up our structure, if we move ahead on gaming. I
stand by that.
I have done that to ensure that we are cast in
the best light in Bermuda and the best light internationally, that our standards are up where they should
be. And when we took office they were not. They were
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not. And I have not gone about blaming anybody else
and saying, You didn’t do this and you didn’t do that.
But a large part of my time has been spent pulling our
socks up in certain areas.
But I heard them criticise about, Oh, you
travel here and travel there. They should just come
and say, Well, why are you travelling? Because I have
to. Because I need to pull our socks up in some
places. And we have done that as a Government. And
I have not sat there and slagged that Opposition and
said, You didn’t do this and you didn’t do that, and so
on and so forth, or listed all of the things. I just got on .
. . we got on as a Government and said, Let’s get
these things done.
And then we get to this. In the interests of this
country, and sure you are going to take some criticism
for it. In the interests of this country we have looked at
it and said, We have to do this. We have to have
these integrated casinos. We have to look at a model.
We are not fixed on a position yet, or even exactly
what we are going to do. We have these thoughts in
mind where the ship is going in a certain course. You
know? We are having these meetings, we are listening. Useful things get said all the time.
Last night people were coming out and saying
stuff and I noticed Minister Crockwell, a bigger man
than I am, he kept saying, Well, thank you for that . . .
appreciating people’s contributions. Even when,
sometimes, it sounded like errant nonsense still appreciating the fact that something was going into the
pot and a contribution was made. And we are listening
and saying, Okay. And the whole interest is about trying to right the ship wherever we end up in the position we are in. We are here and trying desperately at
least to get something done to move us in the right
direction. And I stand by that. And I stand by that despite all of the mud-slinging and the muck that goes
on.
So today because of that work, for once, without being angry I just smiled when I heard it. Because
when you look at what the facts are, what the team is
working on with regard to getting the legislation in
place and the Regulatory Authority in place, how the
RFP has gone out . . . what people have to do, the
extent that they have to do it, and who and how those
final decisions have been made, it would make no
sense whatsoever that any Member of this Government could be involved in that type of activity—
absolute nonsense.
And on that I have my own integrity that I can
stand by and be happy with whatever they want to
make up about me or anybody else on this side of the
House. Whatever they want to make up, I know when
I look at myself in the mirror what did and did not happen. And nothing like that ever happened and under
my watch nothing ever will.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
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[Timer beeps]
The Speaker: That was a good management of time
right there.
The Chair recognises the Honourable Member from Devonshire, MP Glenn Blakeney.
You have the floor.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I am not going to be too
long, but I have incredible respect for every Member
in this Chamber. But, you know, it was very difficult to
digest the hypocritical words of the Honourable Member that just took his seat.
To emphasise how interested he is in the
Bermuda brand when I can recall week after week
after week after week the word “corruption,” “corruption,” “corruption,” without any regard for the good
standing of Bermuda’s brand internationally—
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of Order, Mr. Speaker.
I have to say—
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I am talking about—
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because they have turned back on the people of Bermuda based on what they articulated in their platform
pertaining to what it was that they were going to do if
elected Government in the interests of the entire
country.
Jobs? On the one hand they want to tout 400
jobs being created. But never have they given us a
number based on their data from the private sector of
how many redundancies there have been, net, and
what the offset number is, plus or minus, relative to
job creation. And we all know governments do not
create jobs. And I have said it before Government
creates environments conducive to the private sector
in developing jobs. And it has not happened yet.
There is still a promise and a prayer, because that is
the reality.
I would urge people who want to blame solely
and wholly the Progressive Labour Party for the economic state that this country is in to look beyond these
shores at an organisation known as LIBOR. I am sure
the Honourable Grant Gibbons would know very well
about how those interest rates were fixed for overnight
loans bank to bank, and what caused the demise of
the global economy, what really caused the demise of
the global economy, and why institutions were too big
to fail with the risk being people going to ATM machines and no money being spit out. It would have
been a run that would have evolved into pure anarchy
globally. And we have seen it in spurts in Greece and
Spain, Ireland and other countries.

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: To talk about calling me a—
GAMING REFERENDUM—WITHDRAWAL OF
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I am talking about—
The Speaker: Yes, yes.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I am talking about the words
that you just uttered with reference to having Bermuda
being seen as pristine, when your Opposition at the
time, including yourself, uttered words that brought the
country, or had the potential to bring the country into
international disrepute as an off-shore jurisdiction that
was looking to attract international capital. And if that
was not solely for political expediency at home, I do
not know what else it could have been.
But what they fail to understand, with technology the way it is now, information is instantaneous
and globally accessible. And there was no regard. So
for the hypocritical words now to be uttered by that
Member with regard to the concern that they have as
an entity for this country in the political and socioeconomic interests of the country is deplorable.
An Hon. Member: Deplorable; damaging.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Deplorable.
And the track record of the OBA bodes sufficiently enough for me to suffice in saying that they
have been hypocritical not only by word, but indeed,

Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: But going full circle here in
Bermuda with regard to the referendum, what could
be wrong with the people deciding by majority consensus—which was the position of both the Opposition and the Government of the day pre-election 2012.
What could be wrong with that? Unless they did not
feel that they could garner the support after edifying
the public through an educational process to have
confidence in their ability to bring investment and also
to create jobs by way of giving licences for casino operation in this country. Why? Why?
They do not have confidence in the people of
the country looking out for their own best interests
regardless of the 36 people that they put here to make
decisions in their best interests? So you disregarded,
when you have an opportunity after having made a
commitment—not just a promise, a commitment—to
the country that you would go by way of a majority
consensus, just as we go through the process of our
electoral system to get a majority consensus of who
will sit in the seat of power as the Government in this
Chamber. What could be wrong with that from a
purely democratic exercise? A purely transparent exercise. What could be wrong?
If we are—on both sides of the House—by
majority consensus here in agreement that it is the
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best thing for the House, then it would be up to us to
get up, to get out and to convey through clearly articulated rationale why it is in the best interests of the
country to have a majority consensus weighing in on
the referendum and ensure, in pulling in the same direction, that we achieve the end goal. What could be
wrong with that?
It would take collaboration. And that could
have been the one thing where we would have exercised the practice of the theory that democracy does
work when we can meet across the border and enjoy
some level of compromise through understanding and
joint commitment to an end goal.
Why? Why the fear? Why the fear, if we are
feeling here that it is the best thing for the country
across both sides of the aisle?
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just a minute.
Let us . . . if we could stop speaking across
the floor of the House, then I can hear what the Honourable Member has to say.
Carry on, Minister.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I will move on. I think I have
made the point.
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The commercial immigration
issue is another concern. I think it is disingenuous of a
government to not clearly and emphatically disclose
the motive for such an initiative, especially when there
are countries around the world that are pulling back
on that strategy.
Just recently Canada has said it has stopped
that practice because of the number of Chinese immigrants from mainland China and Hong Kong who are
well endowed financially, and it meant absolutely
nothing for a couple of hundred thousand, a million or
whatever, to buy their access to citizenship.
Regardless of what you might think Honourable Member (I cannot even think of his name), we
just have a very small and a unique market. And you
know what? It would not at all surprise me if there was
a strategy in place to displace Bermudians to create
the vacuum so that there would be the rationale for an
influx of foreigners to come into the country for a
price. For a price.
It is happening right now. The manifestation is
in our hospitality industry. If there was such a commitment . . . and on both sides of the political divide
we are culpable. If you cannot go into a Bermuda hotel or restaurant and get Bermudians serving, something is fundamentally wrong. We did not cause it. It
was started a long time before the Progressive Labour
Party. All right? The decline in tourism started a long
time before the Progressive Labour Party came into
power in 1998.
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Mr. Speaker, now would be the best time to
show Mr. and Mrs. Bermudian the real commitment to
Bermuda for Bermudians first. Because unless the
Bermudian is well cared for, no one else is going to be
comfortable. Business is not going to be comfortable
because there is going to be a tension in the community—a them-against-us mentality that grows and
builds upon perceptions that may or may not be true,
because of the reality of they themselves having experienced the challenges of not being employed.
When you have the consolidation and contraction of businesses for good reason in some cases,
I do not have a problem. But when it appears that an
excuse is being used based on the economic climate
in recession, and that is a way to get rid of a lot of
Bermudians, that really concerns me. Because when
you have got a multi-million, a multi-billion, dollar entity with sole proprietary ownership in this country
(such as one of our financial institutions) and there is
no social conscience . . . you are a billion dollar industry, a billion dollar entity that is paying dividends, and
in a country as small as Bermuda, you do not find a
way to hold the fort, and you off-load Bermudians
while there are still guests in the country working in
the institution?
And at the same time you want to call yourselves the world’s local bank, but then you would engage with a country and untoward where you are culpable to the degree that you have to pay almost two
billion dollars in fines for engaging in what would be
unscrupulous practice.
The financial institutions globally are the ones
responsible in the main part for the challenges we
have economically on this planet. It is not necessarily
the politicians, save and except for their cowardice,
because they would not do the right thing for the right
reason and let the financial institutions run amuck.
That is why we are in this situation. And Bermuda is
not immune.
One of our local [banks]—and the first bank of
this country—fell victim. And we as, the former Government, saw it prudent to give a guarantee. We got
criticised for that as well.
So Mr. Speaker, I would implore that before
Members cast or throw that first stone, they be sure
they are not living in the glass house themselves.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair is going to . . . this Honourable
Member has been wanting to speak for a long time.
Honourable Member Richards.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, it is an honour to sit in this
House and I really enjoy the work that this Government is doing to get Bermuda back on track.
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But sometimes I feel like I am sitting in a Twilight Zone up in this place, Mr. Speaker. Everything
that is said here is recorded. There is something
called a Hansard where every word, every inflection,
every argument is on paper and we get to review it.
So when I sat here earlier and heard the Honourable
Member Lawrence Scott, constituency 24, and more
recently the Honourable Member Glenn Blakeney,
from constituency 13, talk about this Government’s
decision to forgo a referendum, were they not here
when the Leader of the Opposition took to his feet on
st
March 1 , 2013 and admonished this Government to
forgo a referendum? Was I the only one who heard
that?
An Hon. Member: It is in writing.
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: It is in writing. I am
going to read exactly what he said, if the Speaker
would indulge me, I have the Hansard in front [of me]
and I would like to read the Opposition Leader Marc
st
Bean’s statements in this House on March 1 , 2013.
And I quote:
“Forget the Referenda. Let’s just make a decision.
“Now, I will tell you what. From our side, although 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 costs and
expense and the hassle of a Referenda and you want
to make a decision—just bring it, man. You will have
our full support. Bring it! Bring it!” [Official Hansard
Report, 1 March 2013, page 265]
That was not a suggestion—that was almost
like an order. Did this conversation not exist? Did it
not happen? So for Members of the Opposition to
stand on their feet, Mr. Speaker, and admonish this
Government for making an executive decision to not
have a referendum when their Leader stood in this
House and said it clear as day, there is no amount of
spin—
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Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: I suggest that that Honourable Member go to the pharmacy and get some of
that stuff that cleans out your ear wax, Mr. Speaker,
because those words are as clear as day. I heard it.
Everybody on this side heard it. Everybody on the
Opposition benches heard it. You cannot deny what
the Honourable Leader of the Opposition, Marc Bean,
said. He told us, admonished us, cajoled us, almost
challenged us—yes, I dare say, challenged us—to
forgo a referenda. There is nothing you can say to
change that. It is in the Hansard. Thank God for Hansard!
So this talk about we broke our promise, we
are untrustworthy, libel and slander in this Government, we lie—it is all nonsense and you know it. Mr.
Speaker, I feel very comfortable standing to my feet
because the record—the Hansard—the recording that
will go down for 100 years backs me up. There can be
no denial. There can be no, He didn’t mean that. The
Opposition Leader told us, challenged us, in the interest of getting on with the country’s business to forgo a
referendum, and we took his advice. So now it is time
to grow up and move on.
And with that being said, I am going to switch
gears to the Caribbean News Now! controversy that is
topical.
CARIBBEAN NEWS NOW!
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Mr. Speaker, last week I
was home with the flu. I was sick sitting on my couch
and I had nothing better to do than to get on my laptop
and start doing word searches on Bermuda. It is interesting what you can . . . everybody out there who is
listening to the sound of my voice, go on Google, type
in “Bermuda” and see what comes up. A lot of information—some of it flattering, some of it not. So here I
am sitting on my couch on my laptop and I see a story
on Caribbean News Now! that I had never heard of
before. Never heard of it—didn’t even know it existed.
And there is MP Roban—

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Honourable Member—

The Speaker: Yes.

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Yes?

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

The Speaker: That Honourable Member is in another
place, and so, therefore, you should—

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: This Honourable Member is
misleading the House. He has taken what the speaker
said out of context. Our party Leader was talking
about the wishy-washiness of the Government where
they had not been able to make a decision.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, thank you, Honourable Member.
Carry on.

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: He is not here.
The Speaker: No. No, he is in the Senate so. . . he is
in another place.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Oh, okay, I am sorry.
Anyway I do not need to call names; it is out
here in the public domain. The Member knows. It is in
the public domain. The fact remains that there were
articles on this website maligning this Government.
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The Speaker: MP Roban, okay.

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
That Honourable Member is correct. There
were clearly articles that had been just cherry-picked
from the local media. There is no question about that.
However—

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Yes, I am sorry, that is
what I said, MP Roban—

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.

The Speaker: All right. Okay.

The Speaker: Yes?

The Speaker: Roban, you are talking about Roban?
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Yes, Roban, MP Roban.

Mr. Sylvan Richards, Jr.: I guess it got confused with
the other gentleman who sits in the Senate—
The Speaker: Yes, in the other place. Yes.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Senator [Diallo] Rabain.
The Speaker: Yes. Carry on.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Okay. No, I was speaking to the Honourable Member of Parliament. Sorry, if
I did not make that clear.
And I was floored. I was just really, really
taken aback when I saw those articles. First of all because I think I am pretty sharp. I think I am pretty astute. I did not know anything about it. Then I said,
Well, if I did not know anything about it, how many
other Bermudians know that these Members of the
Opposition are basically posting articles on this site
that, to me, the only intent is to slander this Government?
What is the purpose? Who is the constituency? I have no problem with the Opposition taking
this Government to task in the local press. That is
their job. They would be remiss if they did not do that.
But to go on Caribbean News Now! that has an audience in 40 Caribbean countries, over 100,000 readers
(it is probably more than that) and say things like, This
OBA Government is dictatorial and childish. And, We
are stripping Bermudians of their democratic rights.
And then making statements that, We represent the
majority of born Bermudians? I was at a loss for
words.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Honourable Member is misleading the
House. The owners of that Caribbean News Now!
what they do is they . . . we do not submit it to them,
they actually go into the local media of the different
islands and take and pick articles that they deem necessary. So it is not us sending it to them.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is
certainly misleading the House here, and he just admitted . . . he just contradicted himself. When he first
stood, he said articles that were written by the Honourable Member and now he is saying that he admits
that they were articles that were plucked. So I think an
apology should be forthcoming for the Honourable
Member Roban.
The Speaker: All right. Carry on. I think that—
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: I am going to make a
point.
The Speaker: Well, carry on.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
If I can finish what I was going to say with
that, there were clearly articles that had been cherrypicked from the local media. There were articles about
the Premier and the work that he is doing internationally, drumming up business for Bermuda, and other
articles of that ilk.
But there were clearly other articles that were
written specifically for Caribbean News Now! because
it referred to our CARICOM brothers and sisters. And I
read the articles that are published locally. So there
were articles that were written specifically to appeal to
people—I cannot even say “constituents”—people in
the Caribbean, because it specifically referenced the
Caribbean. And it said (and I am paraphrasing) We
encourage our CARICOM brothers and sisters to support Bermuda against this dictatorial OBA Government.
You would not write that if it was for a local
audience. So I owe no one an apology. In fact, I believe the Opposition owes this country an apology for
their unpatriotic behaviour.
I wrote an article in response to this undermining of our Government. And I am still trying to understand, Mr. Speaker, who is the audience? What do
they expect? What did the Opposition expect to happen? For a bunch of Cayman Islanders to run up here,
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get citizenship and vote against the OBA? Or Jamaicans? Or Bahamians? I do not understand. What is
the aim other than to undermine this Government, to
discredit all the hard work that we are doing—

many Bermudians and descendants of Kittitians
spread around the globe. Today I write to from the
island of St. Kitts.” [Caribbean News Now!] it goes on
and on.

An Hon. Member: Wow!

[Inaudible interjections]

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Yes, wow.
I am saying it because it is the truth, Mr.
Speaker.

An Hon. Member: Are you saying they did?

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: The point is that . . .
there was an allegation made, Mr. Speaker, that none
of these articles are written to appeal to a Caribbean
audience, and it is clear that it is.
So I am going to move on because I do not
want to get sidetracked. I think that every Bermudian
should be outraged at the undermining of this Government. We are in . . . Bermuda is in very, very serious times. Our economy is fragile. We are making
progress in turning things around. The evidence is
there whether the Opposition wants to believe it or
not, Mr. Speaker.
So to go outside of this Island and publish
negative articles about the very Government that is
striving and working hard—blood, sweat, tears, sleepless nights and, yes, we do travel. There is nothing
wrong with travelling. You have to travel in order to
drum up business. The Leader of the Opposition in an
article today in the local press is criticising our MPs for
travelling, but would you have us just stay on the rock
24 hours a day? You have to travel. But you all know
that. They know that, Mr. Speaker, it is political partisanship and we understand that. And it is okay to say
that in the local press. But when you go outside of our
shores and you criticise the Government—the sitting
Government of the day—for political partisanship, it is
unpatriotic. It is unpatriotic. And those are kind words,
Mr. Speaker. If I said what I really think it is, there
would be an uproar in this place.

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: I have copies of the articles from Caribbean News Now! This first article written by a gentleman who sits in another place starts by
saying, “Good day to my Caribbean neighbours” . . .
“Good day to my Caribbean neighbours.” This is just
one example.
I have them in my briefcase if you want me to
pull them out and read every single one. I would do
that. But this is very clear. A Senator wrote an article
on Caribbean News Now! that starts “Good day to my
Caribbean neighbours.” If this was for the Sun or the
Royal Gazette, would you start an article with “Good
day to my Caribbean neighbours”? I do not think so,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: There was also an allegation in today’s newspaper, or a comment in today’s
newspaper, by the Opposition Leader saying that this
Government wants to censure the PLP by bringing
this up. I have no desire to censure the PLP—none.
Because the more the PLP—the Opposition—talks,
the more they reveal their true colours.
The problem I have is that you are slandering
the Government—once again, on an international
stage—when we are working so hard to turn things
around. It is just not sporting. It is just not on. And the
feedback that I have gotten, the feedback I have gotten from people of all political persuasions—OBA,
PLP, Independent—they talk to me. They do! I have
friends who are PLP, family who are PLP, they are
disgusted by your behaviour—disgusted! As am I, Mr.
Speaker, because it is just not on.
And I am not going to beat a dead horse, but
this is what the Opposition is afraid of, Mr. Speaker,
this is what they are afraid of: They do not want us to

[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: There is no other reason—
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I am sorry that I have to
keep doing this, but this Honourable Member is misleading the House. He is saying that these articles
were written specifically for this Caribbean News network but he cannot prove that the . . . he has already
said that they were “plucked,” not submitted. Yet he
cannot prove that the owners of the website did not
edit them without our permission.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Carry on.

An Hon. Member: Amen!
Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Oh, here is another
one, Mr. Speaker, written by a very famous PLP blogger. “Today I write to you from the island home of my
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be successful under any circumstances—any circumstances—because their desire for power, Mr.
Speaker, is so great. They just lust after it. And they
cannot stand the fact that they were defeated at the
last election. They have not reconciled their heads
around it. They do not like it and they despise the
OBA because of it. It is clear, I am not speaking out of
turn, it is clear. I understand, Mr. Speaker, they have
no love for us.
But we have a job to do. And I see my MPs
and my Ministers do work that is going into turning this
country around—work, hard work, sacrifice. We are
sacrificing our health; we are sacrificing a lot of things,
Mr. Speaker. That is why I am so passionate when I
read them going offshore and slandering this Government, it makes my blood boil. And I am not one to
be overly theatrical (I can do it at times), but this is a
dead serious matter. This is deadly stuff; this is serious stuff because I am tired of walking on the street
and having my Bermudians asking me for loans.
I have been asked for so many loans here
lately I think I should be a bank because people are
hurting. And I help when I can but I cannot help everyone. We have to create jobs. We have to get our
Bermudians employed. So when this Opposition feels
that it is okay to go offshore and slander our good
hard work it just tells me, Mr. Speaker (and I heard
this somewhere a long time ago), that they have a
permanent crease in their right and wrong.
The OBA has had successes, and we do not
talk enough about our successes, Mr. Speaker. If we
have fallen down as a party and as a Government, it
is because we do not talk enough about our successes. The Opposition has a very good PR [Public
Relations] machine—they are very good—everything
is negative, nothing positive.
Well, it is a new day. I am going to take it
upon myself to talk about the positives, Mr. Speaker,
of this Government. And I will tell you, Mr. Speaker,
Police operations—we have seen a decrease in
crime. No matter what the Opposition may say, crime
is down! And Bermudians feel safe—something they
did not feel before we became the Government, Mr.
Speaker—because we are serious about crime and
we are going to get more serious about crime. I hope
everybody out there is listening, Mr. Speaker—
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Mr. E. David Burt: Is the Junior Minister of Home Affairs now claiming that he has control of the Bermuda
Police Service?
The Speaker: I do not think so.
Honourable Member, carry on.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
This Government is getting ready to deploy
facial recognition technology up and down this country. So anybody out there who is a criminal who is
creating . . . committing crimes, get ready to get your
picture taken.
Mr. Speaker, this Government passed legislation to eliminate discrimination and expand fair treatment. We took on an issue that the Opposition, when
they were Government, would not touch with a ten
foot pole. And I never understood why, Mr. Speaker. I
never understood why they would make discrimination, give people protection under the law. We did it,
Mr. Speaker. I am talking about sexual orientation—
An Hon. Member: Point of order. Point of order.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Mr. Speaker.
An Hon. Member: Point of order.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, there is no need
for your point of order.
[Timer beeps]
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member, that
is your time.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Member from Southampton East, MP Zane De Silva.
You have the floor.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, there is an old adage, What a
difference a day makes. What a difference a day
makes.
Mr. Speaker, I know that the Honourable
Member who just took his seat is a little green, a little
new to the House and I know that—

Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
POINT OF ORDER

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And the Honourable Member just said he has a lot of energy. I hope so. Well,
now he should have more energy now that he is no
longer a Minister. So that is a good thing.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: That is a good thing, Mr.
Speaker.
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But, Mr. Speaker, you know that Honourable
Member was not in this House over the last 14 years
when they were Opposition. And I say, Mr. Speaker,
what a difference a day makes. I find it unbelievable to
hear from that Honourable Member who, if he is a
student of politics, would certainly know the history.
But I find it even more incredible when I hear the Attorney General echoing some of his sentiments.
Mr. Speaker, to hear the now-Government
talk about some articles that might have been plucked
from Bermuda and printed in the Caribbean, and to
talk about how reckless and unpatriotic they are . . .
Mr. Speaker, Mr. Speaker, am I hearing right? Am I
hearing the Government correctly?
That same Honourable Member that just took
his seat accused one of my colleagues or suggested
that he go down to the pharmacy and get some ear
cleaning medicine. Well, I hope they have some more
when he goes, Mr. Speaker. Because, Mr. Speaker,
the Honourable Attorney General talked about the
comments from this side of the House. He talked
about our Leader’s explanation this morning and how
it can damage the country, and suggested to us that
we in this House have to put Bermuda first. These
types of conversations, accusations make Bermuda
look bad. And Members on that side have said today
(as they have in the past) All you want to do, Opposition, is win back the Government you lost. And when
we talk to investors, we will say, Oh, that was just politics—don’t worry about it.
Mr. Speaker, you will know, you sat in this
House before you sat in that Chair, and you will know
that on many occasions—many occasions in this
House—we constantly told the then-Opposition (now
Government) OBA/UBP, repeatedly, week after week
after week, year after year—the allegations of corruption—and you talk about dissing the Premier of the
country? Are you kidding me, Mr. Speaker? Have we
forgotten the allegations and constant arrows and bullets of allegations, unsubstantiated allegations against
not only our Leader, but Members of this Progressive
Labour Party Opposition when we were Government?
Are you kidding me? That they should get up
and say that our Leader’s explanation and some of
the things that we say, some of the articles we write,
can damage this country? Where the heck have they
been for the last 14 years, Mr. Speaker? You know,
the ironic thing is though, with all those allegations of
corruption against the PLP year after year, month after month, week after week, they have been in Government now for going on their second year. Why not .
. . let’s get a commission up and . . . What would they
call for? A Royal . . .
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: A Royal Commission.
Where is it? If [there] was so much corruption under
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the PLP Government, why do they not press on with it
like they accused us of for 14 years?
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And it did not start with
Ewart Brown. You remember correctly. Going back to
Dame Jennifer they said, Oh, she has got a free . . .
because we gave an SDO to Tucker’s Point in the
early days—Oh, she got a free condo. She was paid
off. Do you remember those allegations? I do.
[Inaudible interjections]
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I do!
What did that do to the country? You remember the talk about cedar beams down at Ewart
Brown’s house? The man does not even have a cedar
tray . . . Well, actually he does now because we gave
it to him when he left. He has got a cedar tray and a
cedar golf club. What about those allegations and the
damage, the damage it did to this country?
And you have the audacity to talk about my
Leader’s explanation, which was warranted. Nobody
th
stopped the accusations last December 13 when all
that stuff was flying around about my leader. I did not
hear any red lights going up, no red flags flying from
the Government. Are you kidding me? Are you kidding
me? You are going to get up and make that statement
in this House?
And the Honourable Member, Mr. Sylvan
Richards, talked about Hansard, Thank God for it we
will be able to go back in a 100 years . . . Go back the
last 14. I challenge him. He is home with the flu he is
not a Minister anymore—go back and dig up those
Hansards, go back and dig up those records! How
many times in this House, in their Royal Gazette, the
headlines were corruption, corruption, corruption from
the head down. But yet not one—not one substantiation.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: A point of order.
We now have a Government that is the One Bermuda
Alliance. The previous Government was the United
Bermuda Party.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
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Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Carry on.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, Mr. Speaker, if I look
across the table now all I see is UBP, Mr. Speaker,
and a few scattered OBA, BDA, and whatever else,
you know, the make-up is, Mr. Speaker.
You cannot get away. You cannot get away
from the fact that Members on that side of the House,
they may have a new coat on, they may even have a
new coat of paint on, but you know . . . and the Honourable Member Mr. Richards likes looking under the
hood. The car may be an OBA car, but when you lift
up the hood, it is all UBP under there. Okay?
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I submit that
the OBA built their own bed by their campaign of corruption allegations. That is a fact. And yet we hear
Members of the Government saying that we will do
anything. We are desperate. We want Government
back. It is almost . . . it is unbelievable that the roles
have been. What a difference a day makes.
But I say to the OBA, You made that bed; you
are going to lie in it, until you are removed. And I am
not going to say 14 months, but I will tell you what,
they are going to go down as the shortest, shortest
Government we ever had in our history. Oh, yes!
An Hon. Member: That’s a fact!
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, the Attorney
General said that he has done some homework and
there have been over 20 jet trips taken—over 20 private jet trips taken by Members on this side. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I am going to challenge him. Maybe we will
do it via Parliamentary Questions, or maybe the Honourable Minister may want to just give us . . . table
that information in the future. I submit, Mr. Speaker, I
want to know who took those trips. As far as I know,
Mr. Speaker, the only Government-related jet trip that
our Premier took . . . because, I mean, we did a survey a little while ago and none of our Members took
any private jet trips.
So they have to be referring to Ewart Brown.
The only Government-related REDjet trip that Ewart
Brown took (we might remember because the Attorney General talked about a football game) was to
Washington, DC. Now, you might remember as well,
Mr. Speaker, that the reason for that was that the
Honourable Premier Brown had a decision to make.
He did not want to miss the Bermuda/Trinidad game—
we had a good run going at the time—and you understand, Mr. Speaker (you as a former representative of
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the country in football), I am sure it touched your heart
when you saw one of our Members of Parliament—let
alone our Premier—at your game.
So he had a decision to make. He could decide between the Bermuda/Trinidad game, but also
during that 24 hours President Bush said, This was
my opportunity to talk with [you]. So in his wisdom he
said, Okay, this is what we will do. We will fly down
and watch the game then we will fly up and we will
meet President Bush.
And I might add, Mr. Speaker, that the Government paid the rental of that jet for first class commercial fare. For the sake of transparency, without
that jet the Premier would have had to choose between the game and going to see the President of the
United States. In his wisdom, he covered both. And I
think Bermuda had a very good run during that run, if
you recall. So I think it was important. And the Members on the other side have already expressed to us
how important it is travelling and building relationships
and doing things for the country and our people.
GAMING REFERENDUM—WITHDRAWL OF
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Now, Mr. Speaker, the
Honourable Member Mr. Richards also referred to
Hansard and our Leader with regard to the referenst
dum. And I think he quoted March 1 of last year.
Well, Mr. Speaker, you know . . . and I think my honourable colleague, Mr. Lawrence Scott, sort of gave
the context of when that was said, and why it was
said, and how it was said. But, Mr. Speaker, I find it
interesting because . . . and I will give you a few
quotes from some of the now-Government Ministers
on gaming, gambling in Bermuda.
Mr. Bob Richards (and I quote) “Let’s have a
referendum on this matter to find out what Bermudians think”—
The Speaker: Are you quoting from the Hansard?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I am quoting from an article—I can table it, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Oh, okay. Just let me know where you
are quoting from.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: A newspaper article on
st
January 31 of this year—this year, Mr. Speaker—of
some comments that were made by the Members.
And I will quote what their quotes were for everyone to
see, Mr. Speaker. I will table it afterwards.
But Mr. Richards said, “Let’s have a referendum on this matter to find out what Bermudians think.
. . . casino gambling is a tax on the poor.” [Bermuda
Sun, 31 January 2014]
Now let’s make something clear here, Mr.
Speaker. You can agree to gaming today, you can
disagree to it tomorrow, or you can disagree today
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and you can agree today and disagree tomorrow, and
vice versa. Because as the current Government has
said, Well, the reason we have had a change around
(term limits, for example) is that it is important for the
country. We are not going to study for three or four
months. Four weeks after they are in office—boom!
Jam! They cut it out. Okay, cool. I understand that,
because that is what happens sometimes. Circumstances change. Just like we know when we first
brought gaming here it was defeated—by Members of
both sides. I have been for gaming from jump; my record is clear. But things change.
But some things, Mr. Speaker, may change
for whatever reason, but you have to think of what
people say and if the circumstance warrants a
change. Now, if casino—the Honourable Member Mr.
Richards said, “casino gambling is a tax on the poor.”
Now, if it was a tax on the poor then, is it not a tax on
the poor now?
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member Dr.
Gibbons is certainly against it. And he was quoted as
saying, “. . . with all the other issues that it brings . . .
very negative issues as well.” [Ibid] If it was—
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Carry on, Member.
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable
Member indicated that the article to which he was reth
ferring was on January 30 this year. I wonder if he
could just . . . that is what he said. I wonder if he could
let me know which paper he was referring to of Januth
ary 30 of this year.
Thank you.
The Speaker: Yes, thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Actually I did not say the
th
st
30 , I said the 31 .
st

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: January 31 .
st

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes. January 31 , it is the
Bermuda Sun.
And, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member
Minister [Gordon-]Pamplin got up at a good time because I am going to give you a quote that she gave us
as well. “Before we take that step that is”—
The Speaker: Is that from the same?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, the same. I will table it
when I am done, Mr. Speaker.
Minister Pat Gordon-Pamplin, “Before we take
a step that is irreversible, that creates untold damage
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both socially and economically for the people of Bermuda, we have to be circumspect.” [Ibid]
So my take is, if it was wrong then . . . see,
that statement. If it was wrong then, it has to be wrong
now. Unless, unless these quotes that I have given
you are all going to be highlighted and dealt with when
the Government brings it and we start debating it.
And the Honourable Minister Trevor Moniz
was quoted, he views gambling as an evil. “I view it
[gambling] as an evil. I do not view it as something
desirable.” [Ibid] That is just about every Cabinet
Member, almost.
So what I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, is
this: You can make a change, you can have a change
of course, you can have a change of course because
of circumstances, but it is what you say—it is what
you say—with regard to whether it is an evil, it is
negative, has all of these negative attachments to it,
whether it is a tax on the poor. So I wait to hear from
our Ministers. I wait to hear from our Ministers when it
comes to the legislation, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I attended a public meeting last
night on gaming and one lady in particular said something that I think was very important. There was a
presentation given by the Minister of Tourism, and in
that presentation he showed a poll with the poll results, and 70 per cent of the people that were polled
said that they agreed to gaming in Bermuda. And this
lady made a very important point. She said, You know
what, guys? She said, Are you telling me that 70 per
cent of 400 people are making this most important
decision on my behalf?
And, Mr. Speaker, I am on record—I am for
gaming. I am on record. But, Mr. Speaker, let me say
this, when you make a promise to the people of Bermuda and you get elected on that promise . . . this
lady said last night, she said that there were many
people that were happy when the OBA got in, and
they voted for them based on their platform. And, Mr.
Speaker, one of the biggies was this referendum on
gaming. Mr. Speaker, this lady put the Ministers who
were at that meeting on notice that they will make
note. They are not happy that a decision has been
taken out of their hands and put in [the hands of] the
Members of the Government that sit in this House.
And they feel very, very hurt, Mr. Speaker, to be honest. You could sense it from this lady. And there are
many of those.
And sometimes, Mr. Speaker, you know, as a
Government . . . and the Premier made a decision a
couple of weeks back, if you remember—Lamb
Foggo. Sometimes Government is there to make
some tough decisions. Yes, sir. No doubt about that,
Mr. Speaker. I have to make them every day in my
business. Sometimes we have to make tough decisions. But sometimes, Mr. Speaker, depending on the
issue, you might have to step back.
I watched you and the Honourable Member
Mr. Scott this morning—boy, look at that! You guys
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were tussling over that little bit of Private Bill, Mr.
Speaker. But you know what? After about five minutes, you know, a little discussion took place and we
proceeded. And I think there was a little bit of give by
yourself, as Speaker. You were so kind. And, of
course, Mr. Scott was all . . . had his feathers ruffled
all up the back, hair standing up. What little he has.
But you know what, Mr. Speaker? Sometimes
we have to . . . Okay, look, listen, I was a little hasty
there that time. Let me back up a little bit. Sometimes
Mr. Speaker, and I applauded the Premier at the time.
I told him he was a little late, but I applauded his backtrack on Lamb Foggo. And, Mr. Speaker, the Premier,
I think, and his Ministers and the Government, I think
they really need to give a little rethink with regard to
this referendum.
[Timer beeps]
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Minister of Community, [Culture] and Sports, Minister
Wayne Scott.
You have the floor.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
You know, Mr. Speaker, there is a term that
[is] technically correct and totally useless. And I will
modify it a little bit—technically correct but misleading.
And just in reference to the newspaper article that the
Member who just sat down was referring to with rest
gard to articles in January 31 , 2014, attributing comments, making the suggestion that these comments
were made in 2014.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order. Point of order.
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker,
in the Chair]
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Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
think the Member is correct about . . . about . . .
about—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: —mishearing things, because
what was misheard, or what was the intention to have
misheard by the listening audience, was that these
are recent statements. And I appreciate the Member
for now saying in a point of order that they were historic because they were—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
The Honourable Member is misleading the
House.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is
misleading the House. He cannot say that because I
did not say that. I did not use the word “historic” but I
said that I am quoting articles from sometime back.
Hansard will show that. I may not have used those
exact words—
The Deputy Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —but I did say that
they were not . . . they were not quotes from January.
The Deputy Speaker: You did.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: What I was talking about
was them changing their mind.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: All right.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker. I never said that. The Honourable
Member is misleading the House. He did not listen.
He thinks that is what I said. I said the article was
st
printed on January 31 but the quotes were historic.
An Hon. Member: You did not say that.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, I did not say “historic”,
but I . . . let Hansard show you!
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I think that I . . . I am glad the
Member stood up because all I could say to that is,
Wow! I think . . . I think he has made my point.
And the fact of the matter is, we talked about
the priorities of this Government. It is getting people
back to work, getting an investment back to this Island
so that we can put our Bermuda people back to work.
I think that once we actually did our due diligence and
our homework, and other facts were brought to the
table, I think we made a prudent decision.
But, you know, it is power at all cost by any
means necessary. And, you know, I heard a lot of angry debate over here. And I am going . . . allow me to
read a quote here. And it is like the problem with doing something wrong—
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The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
The Deputy Speaker: Minister? You are reading the
quote from where?
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I am reading a quote . . . I do
not have the author of the quote, but it was an article
that I was reading a couple of weeks ago—
The Deputy Speaker: From an article.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes.
The problem with doing something wrong,
even when you are not caught, is that you never get
away with it because you know what you have done.
And it is hard to be a happy person when you know
you have been a dishonest person. So I can appreciate why I hear a lot of angry comments coming from
over there.
But anyway I think that, you know, one of the
things that was talked about . . . and I believe it was
my cousin, the Member from Warwick, the Member
Lawrence Scott (and I say “my cousin” because he is
my cousin). [He] talked about failure of Government.
Government failure is a country’s failure. And I want to
pause there for a second—a Government’s failure is a
country’s failure—because we are dealing with some
unprecedented issues here.
I represent in my Ministry a demographic that
is feeling the brunt of hasty decisions, of decisions
that were not necessarily in the best interest of this
country. And I always hear, Well, it is the global economy. It’s the global economy. You know what? There
has been a global economic crisis . . . there has been
a global economic crisis that has been fixed in most
countries like Greece and the such. But let’s point
something out. During the times—
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order. Point of order.
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The gentleman is absolutely
misleading the House.
The Deputy Speaker: The Minister?
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: The Minister. And I would
like for him to be specific with regard to what his inference is because I formerly sat in the seat of the Ministry he now sits in. And everything that was done by
the Government at that time was with the utmost focus on helping our people.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Let me . . . let me . . . let me
put—

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Let me make something very
clear. In my opinion—in my opinion—I will state it on
the floor of the House, I do not believe that just putting
more and more money at a problem without offering
help for people who need help is fixing the problem.
Things like community driven development, things like
I keep talking about for social recovery. We have got
to give our people the tools that help. Provide them
the tools to be in a better place. Because just because
someone is unemployed does not mean that they are
employable. So, yes, I stand by what I said and I can
assure that Member that I am working hard to do my
best—
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: [He is] misleading the House
again. Point of order.
The Deputy Speaker: Please proceed.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: We had various programmes
and caveats with regard to people qualifying for assistance—financial assistance. And he knows what the
criteria were. He knows, coming from the same civil
servants, some of the initiatives that were brought to
my attention to consider that were approved by me
and brought to this Honourable Chamber before he
was elected and passed unanimously.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Well, Madam Deputy Speaker,
let me talk about some of these programmes that
Government did to help Bermuda.
During the years (and correct me if I am
wrong, over on that side, if you will), 2007, 2008,
2009, Bermuda recorded the most revenue it ever
received in its history. Great! But wait, during those
years, we were also spending $200 million more than
we were bringing in, or around that. Even if we got
back to (and I appreciate growing revenue) even if we
got back to the best possible economic revenue time,
we had a flawed plan that was absolutely unsustainable. So this is what we are actually trying to contend
with.
And I think I will quote something else that the
Honourable Member from Warwick said because it is
relevant here. When we have the opportunity to help
what will they do? And that track record will speak. So
this is what we are dealing with, and we do have to
make some tough decisions and we do not apologise
for that—tough decisions to make sure that we get our
Bermudians back to work.
And, you know, there has been a lot of talk
about the referendum and what our Leader says—a
referendum is the way to go. And then we have had
just some statements that the Leader of the Opposi-
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tion was challenged to make outside of this House.
And the reason why he was challenged to do that is
because inside this House you are protected. You can
say whatever you want, even if it’s a lie (if I could go
so far), or if it is extraordinarily misleading, not a lie.
And you have impunity. But outside this House you do
not. And so we are to believe that his version of the
truth today is true because, of course, it is somebody—
The Deputy Speaker: Minister, when you are referring to an individual who spoke can you please—
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: The Honourable Member.
The Deputy Speaker: It is not “he.”
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Just because—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, thank you.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: You know? Because these
statements that were given today are the ones that
were true. And as he made his statements, the Honourable Member walked out of this House swearing
underneath his breath. And am I going to get a point
of order on that too because I heard him, or am I lying?
So, again, we talk about like raising the bar.
And just we talk about, you know, the implications
were, and the context of this . . . Well, I will tell you. I
will go to that same Hansard, the context words as my
Honourable Member said before, “And the reason why
this is” (talking about bringing the legislation) “because when we speak about the hotel development
and tourism, it is our considerable experience” (talking
about the former Government) “that when we have
spoken to so many developers, one of the key aspects of them determining whether they wanted to
invest or not was whether or not they would have a
gaming licence.” That was from the Hansard from
your Opposition Leader. [Official Hansard Report, 1
March 2013, page 265]
So when we talk about the context of what
this was about, again, I think . . . and it is very relevant, especially when you look at these statements
today because it does speak to consistency—
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you what this country needs—someone who is willing
to make the tough decisions and move in the right
direction. And, to me, it just makes me laugh when I
hear Members saying that we are travelling all over
the place and a question about how we are spending
the people’s money. That just makes me laugh. I do
not even need to comment on that. It is just like,
Come on guys, really? And it is reckless politics.
We start to look at, as was already talked
about, Members maligning Bermuda in the international press, not just comments that are picked up
here but specifically targeted documents and comments for the international press with headlines like
“OBA must drop the illusion of inclusiveness in Bermuda” and such [like], and questioning the direction
Bermuda is heading. We should question the direction
that Bermuda was heading—absolutely.
And I think that when we look at the Bermuda
Sun today, comments by respected Bermuda economist Craig Simmons, talk about [how] the economic
recovery is in our grasp, you know, positive signs. But
we contrast that with the constant maligning, and we
have got to stop this madness. Bermuda needs better
than this. Bermuda expects better than this. And when
we hear that we need to work together; let us work
together.
The Speaker had an issue that he had earlier
because we come and we say one thing and then
come to floor and start to do another thing . . . this
cannot . . . Come on, man!
An Hon. Member: You’re rambling. You’re rambling.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Come on, man!
And I know it is going to be rambling because
people do not really like to hear the truth.
So I think that I am going to . . . My point,
Madam Deputy Speaker, is that we have got an environment where . . . you know, we are trying to do the
right thing and . . . you know, we have some folk that
sit on the other side, that power and control at all cost
by any means necessary will say whatever they need
to say, and it needs to stop. Because our Bermuda
people—
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Point of order.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I am sitting down.

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: —and is the truth now? Or was
the truth then? Because you cannot argue opposite
ends of the same thing and have both of them be true.
So somewhere along the line . . . like, come on guys,
come on.
And it is when we start looking at really the
reckless politics, decisive and destructive—these
measures are not what this country needs. It is not
what this country needs. And it is consistent. I will tell

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Point of order. None of us just
say anything to try and advance a cause. We . . .
when we speak—
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order is, please?
POINT OF ORDER
[Imputing Improper Motives]
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Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: He is misleading the House
and he is—

He will learn the rules of the House soon. He
is just a young, new Member.

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.

The Deputy Speaker: I will not go there.

An Hon. Member: Implying improper motives.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Yes. Thank you.
The Deputy Speaker: No, I did not hear that comment.
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: He is [imputing] improper motives—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member,
again, Madam Deputy Speaker, is misleading the
House.
I do not know how many times I am going to
have to . . . I do not like to get up on a point of order,
but, you know, Madam Deputy Speaker, if he keeps
repeating it, I am going to have to keep getting up.
You know, he has to . . . you know—

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: —when we get up to speak to
the House of Assembly, when we get up to speak, we
speak in behalf of our constituents. We speak to matters at hand and we do so with the point of view that
what we are doing is in the best interests of both what
happens here in this House and for the people of
Bermuda. And I take exception when someone is trying to suggest we are just speaking, I guess you could
say, for the sake of speaking. We do not do that.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Or at least listen a little
better.

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Minister?

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much.
Minister?

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
surely appreciate what the Member is saying. And I
think if you look at a lot of the quotes and a lot of the
explanations that are given today, which are clearly
trying to just shift—if not mislead—to have the suggestion of . . . talk about imputing improper motives.
Again, when I look at this article from the
Member who sat down just before me that indirectly
implied that these were statements that were made,
you know, within the last couple of weeks—this year
even—which clearly they are a compilation of things
from months ago, which you know, as I said, after we
have—

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: And I think on that I will end
with a challenge to the Member who just sat down, the
former Minister, where he says that, you know, just tell
the truth. Just tell the truth and apply the truth and be
consistent with that implication of the truth. And again,
you know, this is reckless; this is reckless politics by a
desperate few that we need to stop, because we see
where that has gotten us. We see where that has gotten us, and we are working hard to bring us out of that
mess.

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —tell the truth.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. It is . . . thank you
very much.

Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order. Point of order.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order.
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: —done our homework—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of—
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: That point of order has been
dealt with.
The Deputy Speaker: Member. Member! With all due
respect, if someone calls for a point of order, we will
acknowledge the point of order.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva:: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: There is nothing more desperate than going back on your word and changing
your mind in the face of a Bermudian public that gave
you full confidence that you would do what you said
you would do.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Minister, have you concluded?
Thank you.
Are there any other Members that would like
to speak? Thank you.
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The Chair recognises the Shadow Minister of
Finance, Mr. E. David Burt, Pembroke West Central,
constituency 18.
You have the floor.
Mr. E. David Burt: Madam Deputy Speaker, Happy
Valentine’s Day to you.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: I see that you are wearing your
OBA red. I am wearing red as well. It is not for the
OBA. And my team is not playing Village tonight. I
was completely . . . I would have been harassed if I
went to Devonshire Rec. It is a good thing that the
match was rained out by all that rain last night, so I
am not going to get licks.
But let me start, Madam Deputy Speaker, because I only have 20 minutes and I really have a lot to
say.
But today has been disappointing for me and I
am quite certain that it has been disappointing for the
people of this country. And I agree with the Minister of
Tourism that spoke earlier. And do you know why I
agree with him? Because he said the loser in all of
this discourse is the people of Bermuda. And Madam
Deputy Speaker, he is right. But the fact is, Madam
Deputy Speaker, the reason that the losers are the
people of Bermuda is because of the Government’s
actions, and not because of the actions of the Opposition.
We are the Opposition and it is our job to hold
the executive to account. It is your job, Madam Deputy
Speaker, and the other 10 backbenchers that sit in
this House, to also hold the Government to account.
We are doing our job because we see things that are
not benefitting the people of this country. And we all
want what is best for the people of this country.
So we have heard this history lesson about,
you know, going back on 14 years and talking about
all this stuff. Madam Deputy Speaker, I do not have to
go 14 years. We only have to go 14 months to look at
the broken promises from this Government. And they
go back and forth. Whether it is saying they are going
to expand health care in the east and then shut down
Lamb Foggo and then bring it back again. Whether
they said they were going to not scrap term limits,
they were going to suspend them and they get rid of
them.
When they say their privatisation is off the table before the election, and now we hear about Government departments are going to be privatised. We
hear Government jobs are going to be safe, and then
what do we hear after Government jobs are going to
be safe? We hear the Department of Tourism getting
outsourced and people out of work. We hear them
saying we are going to cut back on consultants and
then . . . and then we see numerous OBA insiders,
today we see $200-something-odd-thousand spent on
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the ‘More Pink’ Bermuda campaign in a time when we
are cutting scholarships, Madam Deputy Speaker.
This is what is happening.
To design a Facebook page and to design a
three-page WordPress website—$200,000 has gone
towards this. Meanwhile we are telling some of our
people that they cannot get money to go to school. It
is ridiculous and it is a shame. And that is why,
Madam Deputy Speaker, we have to get up and stand
and say the things which we will.
But now . . . and before I move to the topic of
the day, because it is a discussion that we are going
to have but it is tied in very well with the whole theme
of this, Madam Deputy Speaker. Do you know what
that is? The fact that the Government of Bermuda—
the One Bermuda Alliance—has a trust deficit. And an
exchange earlier in this House encapsulates exactly
why—because we have heard the Minister of Home
Affairs say, We are just examining commercial immigration. It is something that we are just looking at as a
possibility. It is far from a done deal. This is not something, you know, people need to get all excited about
it.
And then we hear from the Junior Minister of
Home Affairs, when talking about the issue he says,
We’ll get it right. They have already decided that they
are going to do it, Madam Deputy Speaker, when the
Junior Minister says, We’ll get it right, do you know
what that means? They have already decided. That
means all these town halls, all this stuff that is going
on in the Island is a complete charade.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order.
Mr. E. David Burt: It is a complete charade.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Madam Deputy
Speaker.
Mr. E. David Burt: It is a deceit for the people in this
country.
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The Honourable
Member is clearly misleading the House. The Minister
said unequivocally there had been no decision made.
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: And the Junior Minister, Madam
Deputy Speaker, said, We’ll get it right.
We will get it right. So it does not matter what
the Cabinet wants to say, I am listening to what the
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Junior Minister said, We will get it right. And he sits
inside that Ministry, so I am quite certain he knows
what is going on inside the One Bermuda Alliance.
But now let me continue—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order,
Madam Deputy Speaker.
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Mr. E. David Burt: And I do believe that he was involved in the One Bermuda Alliance election campaign. And we have seen so much stuff that has come
to pass that was in this document. We have seen public relations campaigns. We have seen ads on the
news. We have seen ads in the newspaper. We have
seen websites, things on Facebook, new things talking about all the benefits of gaming. We hear Members on the Backbench talking about—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

The Deputy Speaker: Point of order?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think it is important to point out that the Honourable Member is misleading the House, because it is important to point out
that Junior Minister does not sit in Cabinet.

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.

Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker. I will move on because we know what he
said, We will get it right.
So now let me move on because, as I said,
the people of the country are the ones that are losing.
Now, it is really, really interesting that we have heard
so much from the Government benches about how,
you know, what the Leader of the Opposition said
about the gaming referenda twelve months ago—
March 1, 2013. We have heard so much about it and
we have heard nothing about what they have done
when it comes to the deception and the fraud of which
they put on the people of this country. Because we
find out that in January—before the Leader of the Opposition got up in this House and said this—they had
commissioned a consultant to start writing a report.
Wow!
We hear the Minister get up and say, Oh, well,
in response . . . no, no, no, Madam Deputy Speaker. It
was before—before.
So when they came into office, they had a
plan. Which is fine, Madam Deputy Speaker. They
can have a plan. The problem is when you deceive
the people of this country, when you mislead the people of this country and you mislead this House . . . that
is the problem, Madam Deputy Speaker, you cannot
say that.
Because when we read the stuff inside of this
. . . and I thought it was fascinating because we heard
so much, but no one on the Government benches is
talking about this consultant report. And I wonder why
they are silent. Maybe they do not like what is inside
of it. Maybe they do not like the fact that a consultant
was commissioned especially to look at forgoing a
platform pledge referendum on this issue. That was
his terms of reference! His terms of reference were to
provide the advice—and I do believe the person who
wrote it was Mr. Corey Butterfield—

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member
is misleading the House. I have already made it clear
that there was no commissioning of a consultant to do
a specific report. Mr. Butterfield was an advisor in my
Ministry and I simply asked him to prepare a memo on
the pros and cons of not having a referendum after—

An Hon. Member: Yes!

The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.

[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Hold on.
—after the Opposition Leader made his comment in March. So it was not January—
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: It was April of last year,
and the Honourable Member knows that and the Honourable Member is intentionally misleading this
st
House. It was in April of last year—after March 1 ,
when the Opposition Leader invited this Government
to forgo the referendum.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: He was an internal advisor.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you for that clarification.
Mr. E. David Burt: It is very good that the internal
advisor, who is a consultant, was writing this report.
The Minister can say as much as he likes. The fact
remains that he commissioned a consultant to write a
report on how to break an election promise. Taxpayer
funds were spent on advising the Government on how
to go back on their election promise. Those are the
facts. That is what happened, Madam Deputy
Speaker. And that is why there is a trust deficit in this
country. That is why we are standing here today going
back and forth when we should be dealing with more
important issues.
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But the fact is, Madam Deputy Speaker, that
the country cannot prosper if they cannot trust the
people leading the Government, and this House cannot go on in a way that will benefit the people of this
country if we do not have confidence that at the very
minimum the Ministers, when they speak, will speak
with truth and honesty. And that is something that this
country is lacking.
When we see reports talking about this, which
surface, that means that . . . and the Minister comes
and says we have every intention of making sure we
go forward with this, when we hear . . . in the report
itself it says you should have a secret meeting with
the Opposition Leader. What happened?
An Hon. Member: Wow!
Mr. E. David Burt: We had a secret meeting with the
Opposition Leader. But meanwhile we hear Ministers
talking about, Oh, the Minister or the Premier would
never do that, and all the rest—it is in your own reports! You said, Premier, go meet with the Opposition
Leader.
An Hon. Member: A secret meeting.
Mr. E. David Burt: Go do it. We have heard it.
I will get to all of that later, Madam Deputy
Speaker, but I want to say there is a trust deficit. And
that is what it is.
But let us be clear because we see that . . .
remember back in April, you know, things were gearing up. You heard statements in the newspaper, the
Chamber of Commerce saying forgo the referendum,
front page news stories, you know, Forgo the referendum, forgo the referendum. We know where they
were going, Madam Deputy Speaker. It would have
just been a lot easier if they would have said it upfront.
It would have spared the country a lot of stress as opposed to concocting this story that people on this side
of the House (the majority who are in support of gaming) were going to attempt to scuttle the referendum.
That is the challenge that we have, Madam
Deputy Speaker. That is the challenge that the country has and that is why we are here going back and
forth as we are.
Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, I heard something earlier that completely shocked me. That nine
months after Ministers of this Government went on a
plane flight paid for by a developer who is looking at
investing in Bermuda who has gambling interests—let
us be clear—nine months after that, we hear that a
business colleague of the Premier was on the flight.
My goodness!
Now, I have heard nothing from the Minister of
Tourism on that. I have heard nothing from the Attorney General on that. I hope that the Premier will say
anything about that. I mean, their Minister of Economic Development and Education did not even know
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that this plane flight was happening. So now we find
out that no civil servants—but a business colleague of
the Premier? Nine months later and we in this country
. . . and the Government is wondering why we are intent on destroying their credibility? Madam Deputy
Speaker, they are doing it for themselves!
[Desk thumping]
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear!
Mr. E. David Burt: You mean, we are going to come
here and find out that this trip—which many think violated the Ministerial Code of Conduct—where there
was no civil servant and someone with private interests for three days going away to meet with a developer who is looking at investing in Bermuda who has
gaming interests, who the Premier did not meet for the
first time on that trip, who he had met before? Come
on, Madam Deputy Speaker!
And then for the Minister of Tourism to come
to us and say that he does not discuss gaming licences with potential developers—and he is quoted in
the newspaper as saying that gaming is something
that will promote it and developers are asking for it.
Come on, Madam Deputy Speaker! Come on!
[Inaudible interjections]
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order—
Mr. E. David Burt: Let’s go!
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
Mr. E. David Burt: He can couch his words very carefully.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member—
The Deputy Speaker: Please have a seat.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: —is misleading the
House.
I clearly said that there has been no discussion of offering gaming licence to any developer. If
they want to apply for a gaming licence when gaming
is approved in this House, they can do so. But there
has been no discussion with the offering of a casino
licence to any developer.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
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[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Mr. E. David Burt: Okay. Okay. Well, here we go.
The Deputy Speaker: One moment. I have one person standing and I would like to hear the one individual who is standing speak.
Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
And do you know why? Also, I am happy that
the Minister got up and said that because when we
hear about gaming, the one thing we always hear
when we talk about how the One Bermuda Alliance
has gone back on their pledge on a referendum, while
blaming the PLP for doing it . . . do you know what we
hear from the Backbench? The chirping that we hear
is, You will not be saying anything when there is a
hotel being built and there are jobs coming. We applaud that, Madam Deputy Speaker! But if—if, that
whole enterprise—in attracting that development is
tainted by corruption, if it is tainted by maladministration, if it is tainted by pay-to-play, then the people of
this country lose.
It started off on a very, very, very bad wicket
way back in May with that plane flight, and it is continuing. And we need to make sure—and on this side
of the House we will make sure—to hold the Government to account. We have standards in this country.
We need to make sure that we uphold to those standards and hold fast to our standards, and that is what
we must be discussing and that is what we must be
saying. As I said before, there is a trust deficit in this
Government, but let me move on to the person who
moved this motion, and that is the Honourable Premier.
Madam Deputy Speaker, you have heard me
say many times before that I like the Premier. I think
that he is a very nice person. He has been very kind
personally to me and very kind personally to my wife. I
do appreciate him as a person, Madam Deputy
Speaker, but I agree with the Minister of Finance and
what the Minister of Finance said two years ago, saying that you would not select a colt to captain your
Cup Match team.
An Hon. Member: No!
Mr. E. David Burt: Now, what I will say today is—and
I get to my feet and say it and I do not take it lightly—it
is time for the Premier of this country to step aside. It
is time for him to move aside, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
[Desk thumping]
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Mr. E. David Burt: Because there is far too much that
is going on—far too much that is going on that is beginning to taint the reputation of this country and have
people question exactly what is going on.
But I will get to specifics in a bit, Madam Deputy Speaker. And my speech is specifically targeted to
the 10 One Bermuda Alliance Backbenchers that sit
inside of this House. It is specifically targeted towards
them because they hold the balance of power inside
of this House. And when we hear wonderful postings
from Backbenchers on that side talking about One
Love Bermuda. Well, we need to consider what is the
One Love Bermuda that we actually want.
We need to take a deep look at ourselves,
and they—those Honourable Members—need to take
a deep look at their front bench and make sure to hold
them to account to find out if they are doing the people's business. Because when Ministers are finding
out for the first time, when you are finding out for the
first time of things that are happening—that private
people are on planes that are supposed to be on
Government business, no civil servants, things that
you are finding out just in the newspaper—that cannot
be good for democracy. When we hear comments
from business leaders talking about the Premier damaging Bermuda—
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Mr. E. David Burt: When he is overseas and is not
careful with what he says, attracting unwanted attention, things which may have landed this country on the
black list from other countries and caused us economic pain and more things, when you hear those
comments coming from business leaders in the country, Madam Deputy Speaker, it is time for the Premier
to go.
When you get a Parliamentary Question
asked by the Leader of the Opposition to ask the
Premier of this country how many people he has hired
since he has come into office, how many people the
Government has hired, and he says, I do not know. It
is time for the Premier to go.
And how about this nugget, Madam Deputy
Speaker? I just want to quote, I want to quote what
was said in the Royal Gazette [4 June 2013] when this
whole "Jetgate" thing happened. Do you know what
the Premier said? And I quote, "One of the things"
(and this is about transparency), "One of the things
that we were already working on, is how do we get a
web page up that would show when Ministers are
travelling, and give an approximation of cost for that
trip and really what’s going on. So we’re working on
that as we speak."
Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, that was last
May. It is now February. Nothing has happened. We
do not . . . no reports to this House insofar as whatever travel is going on. The Premier went on two trips
talking about business development for Bermuda and
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we do not even get the decency of reports to this
House. And then we wonder, the Government
benches wonder, why there is a trust deficit in this
country and they go to town hall meetings with people
that are angry and frustrated? Madam Deputy
Speaker, it is because the people are losing trust in
this Government.
And now, when we are the topic of transparency—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. E. David Burt: —why is it that the leader of this
country can go to Washington to pray and not disclose
who else he is meeting with? Could it possibly be,
Madam Deputy Speaker, that on this trip the Premier
may have met with the same developer in Washington, DC? I do not know, Madam Deputy Speaker, but
seeing that this is his, seeing that this is his motion,
his motion, we will hope that he will address that.
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cause on the 10 of December, when the Premier
summoned me to his office, he did something that
many people would consider unethical.
An Hon. Member: What was that?
Mr. E. David Burt: The language that he gave to me
was very clear. And in him soliciting my support for
abandoning the referendum, he offered to give my IT
company a contract with the money saved from bypassing the referendum and developing the absentee
balloting system in this country.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Members, I do like to hear
what the speaker has to say.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. E. David Burt: I will repeat it for you.

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Madam Deputy
Speaker—
Mr. E. David Burt: I am not imputing improper motives—

The Deputy Speaker: But only, I would ask you to
repeat it, but. . . but, I need to be able to hear what
you are saying.
Mr. E. David Burt: My time is almost up so I will ask
my colleagues to let me finish.

POINT OF ORDER
[Imputing improper motives]

[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That Honourable
Member is clearly imputing improper motives with that
last statement. He should retract it. .
Mr. E. David Burt: I am asking if he met with someone.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: I will hope, and I will ask when the
Premier (whose motion this is) . . . will he respond? I
want to know if he has met or spoken to Mr. Nathan
Landow, or anyone on his team, at any time since December 13, 2013, when this Government decided to
pull the referendum. And I will hope that the Premier
will get up and make it very clear.
Now, Madam Deputy Speaker—
The Deputy Speaker: You can put forward a Parliamentary Question.
Mr. E. David Burt: No, Madam Deputy Speaker, I am
just saying what I am saying right now.
Now, I will end here because we have heard
about this fanciful plot, and how dare we accuse the
Premier of doing something honourable [sic]. Well,
Madam Deputy Speaker, I thought that, too. I thought
the Premier was a good person. But I have learned
first-hand myself that that may not be the case be-

Mr. E. David Burt: I would ask my colleagues to let
me finish.
The language that he used was very clear. In
soliciting my support for bypassing the referendum he
offered to give my company an IT contract with the
money saved from the referendum to develop the absentee balloting system for the Parliamentary Registrar's office.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. E. David Burt: Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, the
economy is tough and, yes, my family is struggling.
And, yes, I am sure the Premier is aware that after he
indicated that he has lots of information that comes
across his desk the last time that we were here—
[Timer beeps]
Mr. E. David Burt: But I want it to be clear to the
Premier, and I want it to be clear to this entire country
and this Cabinet, that I am not for sale. My integrity is
not for sale. And the people of Pembroke West Central did not elect me here for that.
[Desk thumping]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
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Mr. E. David Burt: And I once again repeat, it is time
for the Premier to go.
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
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have the Premier get before the Bermudian people
and sell that phony bag of goods that the PLP was
about to scupper the referendum, à la 1995, was just
beneath the dignity of that office. To have Mr. Crockwell and Mr. Pettingill, Honourable and Learned
Members, to promote that line of thinking, was just
reprehensible.

[Desk thumping]
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Are there any other Members that would like
to speak?
Thank you. The Chair recognises the Member
from Pembroke South East, constituency 21, Mr.
Rolfe Commissiong.
You have the floor.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
am going to find it very difficult to follow that excellent
presentation by the Shadow Minister.

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: But you see, Madam Deputy Speaker, right from the very beginning this was
not about the OBA Government seeking to unify its
party, its Government, around the issue of casino
gambling. We know, as was highlighted earlier, that
there was a significant divide amongst the Members
on that side of the aisle over this issue.
[Inaudible interjections]
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: You see, we had a very
aggressive presentation to kick off this debate earlier
by the Minister of Tourism, Mr. Crockwell, who was
very adamant in his defence of the Government and
the Premier. I think the case is being made that both
Mr. Crockwell and the Premier should consider resigning their positions within this Government.

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: It is clear, from the Hansard—
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, point of
order.

[Inaudible interjections]
th

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: You see, Friday the 13 ,
Madam Deputy Speaker, should go down as a day of
political infamy because at that time we saw a Government prepared to abandon all forms of integrity to
offer a pretext that would provide justification for a
consultant's report that, in effect, was designed to
provide rationale so that they could avoid having a
referendum which they had promised to the Bermudian people.
Not being prepared to stand up and show political courage themselves, they had to hang their decision on a fabricated scenario of the Progressive Labour Party prepared to work against the referendum
itself. To me, Madam Deputy Speaker, that represents
the height of political infamy. How they would knowingly and willingly mislead the Bermudian people and
have the Premier, who I also like on a personal level,
albeit, though, I think the consensus is growing that he
is politically naïve and lacks political acumen and experience—
The Deputy Speaker: Be careful, please. This is the
leader of Bermuda.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
appreciate your caveat, but, notwithstanding that, to

The Deputy Speaker: Have a seat please.
Point of order.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member
is misleading the House. There was no division on this
issue in terms of whether or not we should introduce
casino gaming to this country.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Member?
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
do not even think that is even worthy of me even trying to address that. It has already been established by
the Hansard of the various . . . let the Hansard [show],
by the article highlighted earlier, how there is serious
divisions on this issue represented on that side of the
aisle.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: But the Premier, again,
needs to come clean on this issue. And he has steadfastly refused to do so. It does not bode well for the
country. You know, we are seeing a broken promise
of a broken political machine.
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I spoke some time ago, Madam Deputy
Speaker, that it is one thing for a Government after
five, six, seven or eight years to be experiencing these
series of issues confronting them which undermine
their credibility and the broader trust of the people in
their Government. But to have this happen repeatedly
after only 9, 10, 11, or 12, 13, 14 months—is just extraordinary!
[Inaudible interjection]
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[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
once again—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: This is a new Government
and it already feels like it has been around for 14
years!

The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
Have a seat, please. Thank you.
Point of order?

[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Go figure!
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: And that decision to reverse the course on the referendum—a solemn promise they had made to the Bermudian people—

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: If they would look at the
Hansard . . . the point of order is they are misleading
the public. If they take a look at the Hansard, and if
they would take a look at the statement that we made
concerning our reversal on our position as far as the
referendum is concerned, the Opposition Leader's
name was never called—never called out—and only
stated what he said in this Honourable House concerning flip-flopping on the decision of the Opposition.

[Gavel]
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: —has only—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: —and gaming and referendum.

[Gavel]
The Deputy Speaker: Member, can you please take
your seat? Thank you.
I just want to clarify that I can very clearly hear
the interpolations, and there are things being said that
I am not happy with. I would ask that all Members
have respect for the individual who has the floor and
listen to him with respect to one another. Again, individuals around the Island, if they have tuned in, they
want to know that we can at least respect one another
first.
Thank you.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, I
think that the Premier needs to speak to these issues
and offer a fulsome explanation to the accusations.
The Premier had no problem, in the absence of this
leader, Mr. Marc Bean, the Honourable Leader of the
Opposition, making very serious allegations that impugned the integrity of that leader—with able support
from the current Tourism Minister. But yet, today, it
seems that he was not prepared to take his own
medicine.
An Hon. Member: No!

The Deputy Speaker: Member, please continue.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker,
the Premier doth protest too much.
The Bermudian public are fully aware of the
flimsy and spurious rationale they gave positing that
their chief reason for reversal in the issue of the referendum that they promised the Bermudian people was
because of machinations they said were entrained on
the part of the Progressive Labour Party Opposition.
Even last night at Somerset Cricket Club . . . Am I correct in that? Last night? Was the town hall last night?
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: In the West End of the Island a town hall on casino gaming, the Honourable
and Learned Member, Mr. Crockwell, himself began to
again bring that rationale to the public forum much to
the incredulity of the assembled people in the audience in Somerset last night.
I am now going to take my seat and allow the
Premier to get up to address these issues in a way
that needs to be done. Well, I think before I do so
my—a few more of my other—

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Not at all!
Bermuda House of Assembly

674

14 February 2014

The Deputy Speaker: I will select the next speaker.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: —colleagues will address it
as well. But the Bermudian people in this instance
deserve no less and, again, I reiterate that I think it is
time for the OBA to talk about the issue of replacing
their leader and Mr. Crockwell because of the way
they have handled this and other issues.
Thank you.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. The Chair recognises the Member from Warwick West, constituency 28, Mr. Jefferson C. Sousa.
You have the floor.
FREQUENT FLYERS—CLARIFICATION ON BERMUDA SUN ARTICLE
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just raising a point, and there was many times that we
have said it is necessary to travel.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Now they realise it. So do
not go down that line of attack because it is moot!
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Member?
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like
to just refer to the article that was in today's Bermuda
Sun by the Opposition Leader.
The Deputy Speaker: Please proceed.

Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good evening, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
I have listened tonight about the words "trust"
"step aside." Of course, that is what the people of
Bermuda told the Progressive Labour Party at the last
election. Step aside and allow the One Bermuda Alliance, this team that is on this side, to run this country.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: That is what they did. That is what—
the decision was made at the last election. And I want
to assure everybody in Bermuda that everyone on this
side is together as one team. I want to assure the
people of Bermuda that.
We heard on the other side they talked about
producing jobs. We promised to produce jobs. We will
produce jobs. We promised to reduce crime. We have
done that. That is done. The serious crime has been
reduced in this Island dramatically. Now we are going
to touch on the way people use the road, the road
rage, and breaking and entering.
I heard earlier some of the Members talking
about travel, but at the same time in the year that I
have sat in this House of Assembly, I have heard
people on that side to say for us to travel and encourage tourists to come here, to encourage business to
bring money to Bermuda. But yet when people travel,
they are criticised. I want to point to—

Mr. Jeff Sousa: Where he states:
“Frequent flyers
“Since being in office, the OBA themselves
have spent your taxpayer dollars travelling to the Caribbean.” In particular, “MP Jefferson Sousa has been
to Trinidad.”
I want to state here now that I travelled to
Trinidad on behalf of the Auditor General's department
and my ticket along with MP David Burt—
An Hon. Member: Whose account was it?
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Auditor General's department, along
with David Burt—
The Deputy Speaker: Please talk to the Chair.
Mr. Jeff Sousa: —was paid for by that department.
Not by the taxpayers of Bermuda. So we need a correction there.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: And the actual workshop (if we want
to touch on that) the workshop I attended was
"Strengthening Parliamentary Oversight in the Caribbean."
[Inaudible interjections]

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order, point of order.
Misleading, misleading the House.

Mr. Jeff Sousa: In particular, the items
touched on was misuse of public funds, and
ment contracts not going out to tender were
the major things that we touched on. So I
state categorically—

The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
[Gavel]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: I do not think it is intentional.
The concern was the doublespeak when we sat in
Government the Opposition criticising us and we were

Mr. Jeff Sousa: —that my trip to Trinidad—
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The Deputy Speaker: Member, please take a seat.
Member, please take a seat. When the gavel goes
down, that does mean that you stop talking.
I just would like to be able to hear the
speaker. So, again, I reiterate. I am looking for some
form of respect.
Thank you. Member, please continue.

675

[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Anyhow, Madam Deputy Speaker, it
is Valentine's and I did not say Happy Valentine to
you. And I hope my wife . . . sending a Happy Valentine to my wife. Anyhow, thank you very much.
[Laughter]

Mr. Jeff Sousa: That is one portfolio I am not interested in, my friend. Definitely not interested in that
one.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: I know what lane to stay in, my
friend.
The Deputy Speaker: Please speak to the Chair.
Mr. Jeff Sousa: But back on to what I was talking
about, because it has been referred to numerous
times today about "frequent flyers," as it was seen in
today's Bermuda Sun.
I would like to state that many of these trips
were not paid for by the taxpayers of Bermuda. And at
the same time, I would like to mention that from that
side they have said numerous times in this House for
us to travel and bring business to Bermuda. But, obviously, they do not want us to be successful because if
the OBA Government is successful by bringing new
hotels to this country, by producing jobs—which we
are doing right now, we are doing—then they do not
form the next Government. We do! It is as simple as
that.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: And, yes, I am the person that was
being referred to on my Facebook site that does often
say "One Love! One Bermuda!" Yes, that is me. Yes,
that is me.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Okay?
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Anyhow, Madam Deputy Speaker, it
has been very difficult for me to sit here this afternoon
to listen to some of the rhetoric that has come from
that side. It is just unbelievable. In actual fact, by listening to the Opposition Leader . . . you know, I feel
his side and the people of Bermuda should be calling
for his removal! Not the removal of the Premier of this
country who has been doing a good job of turning
around this country and we were elected by the majority of our citizens to—

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much.
Are there any other Members that would like
to speak on the Motion to Adjourn?
Thank you. The Chair recognises the Honourable Minister of Legal Affairs, the Learned Member
from Sandys South Central, constituency 34, Mrs. Kim
N. Wilson. You have the floor.
GAMING REFERENDUM-WITHDRAWAL OF
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
I think when I leave this realm of politics, I
think I am going to perhaps write a novel. And it will
probably be a best seller because so many of the episodes that are unfolding—particularly that are coming
to the attention of my constituents—seem somewhat
surreal.
You will recall that Mark Twain once said that
“truth is stranger than fiction.” I think that a number of
my constituents, the ones that I canvass with on a
regular basis, are observing a number of situations
that they find somewhat peculiar. And in particular
they have mentioned to me how certain materials that
have come out in the press or in this domain or on
Facebook or other types of social media, commentary
and reports in particular, they find it curious that once
those reports come out, then they start reflecting back
and they realise that the material that they are reading
and the reports that are being generated are speaking
almost as if a déjà vu.
They sit there and they think, Well, hang on a
minute. That happened. That actually materialised.
And I am speaking specifically, Madam Deputy
Speaker, about two specific reports that we have been
speaking about today and have been as a matter of
public record discussed here previously.
You will recall (I believe it was last year because I was sitting in his House), there was a report
that was debated. I think it was during the time of the
Budget Debate or maybe the Throne Speech, and it
was a report that came out somewhere around 2008
commissioned by the then-United Bermuda Party
speaking about, basically, how the election of 2007
could have been . . . the lessons that could be learned
from the election of 2007.
And in this particular report (and I think they
called it the “Secret Report” here in the House),
Madam Deputy Speaker, you may recall that there
were a number of observations in this report and suggestions to be made with respect to the United Ber-
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muda Party. One of which was that the United Bermuda Party should effectively dismantle and have two
separate political organisations, and that sometime
down the line those two will join as one. This was
documented in the report.
Now, let us go back a moment. We would
have seen that in reality that happened. We had the
United Bermuda Party dismantle. We had a party
called the Bermuda Democratic Alliance form, which
had some members that were formally from the
United Bermuda Party, and then subsequent to that
we saw the union of these parties forming the existing
Government, the One Bermuda Alliance. So what was
reported as a recommendation to win the voters back
and to win the next election is one point that was reported in this report, and we saw that it unfolded right
before our eyes.
This report also indicated a couple of other
things. It said, Change your name. “United Bermuda
Party” . . . that slogan is gone. You must change your
name. We have another name which many people
have suggested—my constituents in particular—have
said that the name of the One Bermuda Alliance is
exactly a self-fulfilling prophecy of the report. They
have changed the name as the report indicated from
the United Bermuda Party, and that is the name that
was adopted.
We also hear that in that particular report the
report suggested that there be, in addition to a new
party, that there should be an individual that is put into
[a] leadership role, and, regrettably, the term that they
used was "black surrogate." I personally find that offensive, but needless to say the report suggested that
the leader of this new party should be—was referred
to as the "black surrogate."
[Inaudible interjections]
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Many people would argue . . .
my constituents—and I speak on behalf of my constituents in Sandys South Central 34—have indicated
that in their opinion that is a material factor that came
out in that report that has materialised, and that the
black surrogate that the report speaks about was the
person that was eventually elected as the leader of
the One Bermuda Alliance and is our Premier, the
Honourable Craig Cannonier.
Again, we are looking at a report that speaks
about a number of issues that were recommendations
and that unfolded and materialised almost word by
word, verbatim, what was in that report.
Now let us fast forward four years later and
we hear of another report that was commissioned with
respect to the issue of gaming. And, again, truth is
stranger than fiction. In this particular report . . . and
history will say, we have heard a lot about it this morning and this evening insofar as some of the contents
of this report, but my constituents are asking the question, Well, is this déjà vu again? Because there was a
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report that was previously spoken about concerning
the rebranding of the United Bermuda Party and that
has seemingly materialised, and now we have a report that has been developed and which is just coming
to light speaking about advice on the pursuit of legalised gaming in Bermuda.
Some of the recommendations that are made
in this report seemingly, again, have materialised. For
example, speaking about the current status of the
gaming and the political status and it talks about forgoing a referendum and it says that, “In order to forgo
the holding of a referendum, the Government will
need an extremely robust strategy which assuages
the following groups.”
A robust strategy, some may argue (and my
constituents have) that one such robust strategy
would be to mislead the members of the public and
the Honourable House insofar as the statements that
th
were made on December 13 .
The forgoing of the referendum also goes on
to say that there should be a strategy concerning the
Bermudians who require more information, and a
strategy concerning the One Bermuda Alliance members and supporters who thought that there would be
a referendum. And then it goes on and speaks a little
bit more about, What is the strategy? And that is what
it is called. The strategy for dealing with—
circumventing or forgoing—I am quoting—the holding
of a referendum. And this is the part that I find very
interesting.
2
“Although this Opinion is merely a Brief and
requires further examination of the Government's
plans and timeframe, there are certain initiatives that
can be undertaken in advance of actually announcing
a change in Policy.
“Some of the initiatives are:
 Holding a CONFIDENTIAL” (and that is in
bold and capitalised) “meeting with the
Opposition Leader to ascertain his opinion
on forgoing the referendum.”
[Inaudible interjection]
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, that took place as we have
heard—twice! Not once, but twice.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: [The report continues.]
 “Testing the One Bermuda Alliance's
member support” . . . and going on.
The point I am trying to make, Madam Deputy
Speaker, is that yet again we have a situation where a
report has been commissioned and the statements
that are contained in the report, this written document,
2

[Bernews 8 February 2014]
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are unfolding and materialising right in front of our
eyes.
The suggestions that were made in this report
of forgoing the referendum, having this sidebar private
meeting with the Opposition, and having this robust
effort and robust support for this policy change have
unfolded. My constituents are asking questions. They
are saying, Are we really being taken for granted? Are
we really being thought of as fools for a report to be
surfacing and then they turn around and do the exact
same thing that is in this report? And they deserve
better.
I suspect that I can speak on behalf of the
people of Bermuda. We all deserve better. Do not
take us for fools. Do not insult our intelligence and
commission a report and then turn around and try to
use some kind of robust (as it says) a robust reason
why there is a change in policy and blame it on an
th
issue that was raised on December 13 and then say,
Oh, but this is the reason why we are changing. When
we have a report that was commissioned prior to that
that says, Look, we know you do not want a referendum. Here is the way out of it and this is what we are
going to do, use a robust strategy to get out of it. You
can forgo a referendum by doing an extremely robust
strategy—including the groups that I spoke about the
Bermudians Against Gaming, et cetera, et cetera—
and have a confidential meeting with the Leader of the
Opposition.
We have seen that unfold. And I ask this
Government on behalf of the constituents of Sandys
South Central, [constituency] 34, do not take us for
granted. Do not think that we were born yesterday. Do
not make it so abundantly obvious and clear that you
are attempting to mislead us because we do not believe you and we do not trust you.
Thank you.
[Desk thumping]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair recognises the Minister of Education and Economic Development, from Paget East,
constituency 22, Dr. the Honourable E. G. Grant Gibbons. You have the floor.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
I think that we have certainly . . . let me put it
this way, I think the country certainly thrives on conspiracy theories. And I think we have heard enough
this afternoon to go a very, very, very long way.
I just want to make a couple of points here if I
may. First of all, the Opposition has been trying to imply that somehow Cabinet and the Government have
been looking for a way to get out of doing a referendum for most of the year. I can say that is categorically not true. It is categorically not true. Up until what
th
was effectively the 12 of December, Cabinet was
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fully on board with doing a referendum. There are no
ifs, ands or buts about it. But when the Premier and
the two Ministers involved met with Cabinet to essentially discuss the conversation that had been held with
the Opposition Leader—and there were two witnesses
there—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —we were clearly—
The Deputy Speaker: Please have a seat.
Point of order?
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Minister is misleading the House. He cannot say that the Government was fully on board with the referendum when on
th
December 10 the Premier asked me if I would support him in abandoning the referendum.
An Hon. Member: Ah!
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you. Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
I continue with the way I started. The Government which represents Cabinet was fully on board
th
with the referendum up until the 12 of December.
th
Okay? The 13 of December was when the Premier
made the announcement that we would no longer be
proceeding along the track of the referendum. The
th
12 of December was absolutely clear up until that
point that we were following a referendum. There are
no ifs, ands, or buts about it.
As far as this so-called report or consultant's
report that was drafted, Cabinet (I would say) was
completely unaware of anything the Honourable
Member . . . the Honourable Member may have had
one of his consultant's do. It was never discussed. I
was completely unaware of that particular report.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Okay? That was
within . . . and there is no reason we should have
been. That was something—
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: No, there is no reason that we should have been. That was something
that was being done within the Ministry of Tourism.
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Leader who, as my honourable colleague characterised earlier on as desperate, is looking for a way out,
who is now—

[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Can I listen to the Member that
has the floor, please?

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
Sit down, sit down.

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So for the Opposition to try and spin this incredible conspiracy theory is
absolutely untrue. Absolutely untrue.
I think any of my Cabinet colleagues would
th
stand up and say up until the 12 of December, when
we heard the very disturbing conversation reported to
us by the Opposition Leader, Cabinet was fully on
board with going to a referendum.
An Hon Member: What did he say?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We know exactly
what the Honourable Member said because it was
reported by my honourable colleagues, Mr. Crockwell,
Mr. Pettingill and the Premier in the House back on
th
the 13 of December. Okay? Reported.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Reported. There is
no "c" in that. Okay?
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So there is no connection. There is no connection in spite of the fact that
conspiracy theories are running rife this afternoon.
I think what has happened, Madam Deputy
Speaker, is that the Opposition Leader discovered he
was caught out and has now basically decided that
the best way to cover his tracks is to reveal the stuff
that went on earlier today. But it just simply does not
make sense in any way. The difficulty he has is, not
only was the Premier involved in that conversation,
but there were two witnesses. Okay? Unlike the conversation with the Honourable Member, David Burt,
where there were no witnesses to that conversation.
So Mr. Burt can say anything he wants. But,
clearly, there was no way to corroborate that story
whatsoever. He can make as many allegations as he
wants to, but I am sure the Premier will say there was
no truth in what he said.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: There was no truth
in what he said.
So, the issue as far as I am concerned,
Madam Deputy Speaker, is we have an Opposition

The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order?
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Madam Deputy
Speaker, this Honourable Member is misleading the
House.
The Premier called me in his office in the back
there and asked me, as my Leader alluded to in his
Statement, that can we come out and make a joint
statement (I am paraphrasing) on forgoing the referendum. And I said to him, Look, you need to contact
my leader. So for that Member to say that they were,
th
up until December the 12 , that they were having the
referendum is misleading the House.
The Deputy Speaker: Minister, you have the floor.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That is categorically
untrue. I think any of my Cabinet colleagues will supth
port this. Up until December 12 , Cabinet was fully on
board—
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Madam Deputy
Speaker, what he said . . . what is untrue? I want to
know what is untrue.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Madam Deputy
Speaker, the Premier will . . . he can clear it up because he did call me in that office in the back there
and for him to say it is untruth—
The Deputy Speaker: That has not been questioned.
What was said was what was said in Cabinet. Which I
believe you do not sit in Cabinet.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, I just want to know
what he said was untrue.
The Deputy Speaker: Minister?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I am repeating what I
said earlier, Madam Deputy Speaker, that up until Deth
cember 12 Cabinet was categorically on board with
the referendum.
There have been any number of discussions. I
mean, my honourable colleagues have said earlier
that the Opposition Leader and a quote was read out
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whenever it was). So, clearly, if we have had someone who has flip-flopped back and forth it is the Opposition Leader, and the Opposition in that regard, not
this Government. I think up until—
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Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I can stand by that.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Now, I will take my
seat at this point just to say that I have full faith in the
Premier.

POINT OF ORDER
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Madam Deputy
Speaker, point of order, point of order.
The Deputy Speaker: Have a seat.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Let me be very clear
th
on the date. It was on December the 11 on a
Wednesday that I was called into that office.
The Deputy Speaker: Again, let me clarify what I am
hearing is that Cabinet . . . and of course, none of us
sit in Cabinet, other than the Cabinet Ministers and
the Premier.
Minster, you have the floor.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker. I think I have made my point on that.
The other thing which I found very disturbing
was the Honourable Member David Burt trying to undermine the Premier's credibility with the international
business community. All I have heard back—and I
have heard this repeatedly—is when the Premier—
POINT OF CLARIFICATION
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of clarification. I need to clarify my statements.
I have no intention of undermining the Premier
in the international business community. What I told
this Honourable House is what was told to me, that
they were concerned that when the Premier was away
he was attracting unwanted attention with his statements that were made to the media and reported
around the world.

The Deputy Speaker: Are there any other Members
that would like to speak to the Motion to Adjourn?
Thank you. The Chair recognises the Opposition Leader from Warwick South Central, constituency 26, the Honourable Marc A. R. Bean.
You have the floor.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker. I am sure that the Deputy Premier and the
Premier and even Minister [Gordon-] Pamplin will
have their opportunity to stand and refute, or attempt
to refute everything that we have claimed today.
th
On Friday the 13 of December 2013 in this
Honourable Chamber, people could have been mistaken if they smelled sulphur coming out of the windows—probably the type of smell that reminds you of
Warwick Pond on its worst of days.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sulphur! Sulphuric!
Thank goodness, through the wonders of the
Internet, I was able to listen in to the Motion to Adjourn while I was in Florida on paternity leave, and I
heard the Premier, and, in particular, the Honourable
and Learned Minister of Tourism and the Honourable
and Learned Attorney General, attack me with falsehood. But in their fervour to justify their falsehoods, I
dare say forgot that I would at some point have the
opportunity to rebut their allegations—at some point.
And today is their judgment day.
[Inaudible interjections]

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I have not heard the
same. What I have heard from the international business community is the extraordinary appreciation they
have when he has spoken at their events, when he
has gone to a number of their meetings and what an
asset he is for Bermuda in terms of international business.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy Speaker, if
you listen to those two Ministers, in particular, I am
sure the public must have said, Man, that is a guilty
conscience speaking right there. Because while the
Minister of Tourism tried to take it to the sandbox and
say, Let us go outside and make that threat, and
whatnot, the Attorney General never once—never
once—denied our claims. He tried to raise my wife's
name in this Honourable Chamber. He tried to impute
improper motive over myself and my business partners. All of that is a reflection of one's guilty conscience.

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Minister?
[Inaudible interjections]
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Of course, oh, he says he
does not have a guilty conscience.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Some people might question
whether or not anyone on that side has a conscience.
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come back to Bermuda and report to the Bermuda
Sun that the FCO had encouraged or advised for
them to have mediation.
Well, I do not think people realise, but the
Government is an employee of the FCO. Why would
the FCO encourage mediation between the coloniser
and the colonised? Who can be the mediator? The
United Nations? Who can mediate between the
FCO—

An Hon. Member: Oh, please.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: See, I will get to this complaint when we can take it. See it all comes down to
trust. It comes down to trust. The Premier said that I
th
was never mentioned in that attack on Friday the 13 ,
yet just a week ago when this Corey Butterfield’s written report comes out—

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: He is misleading the public
once again.

POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Misleading the public?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Yes, point of order. Please
have a seat.
Point of order?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, I said that I never
called his name.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.

POINT OF CLARIFICATION
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And point of clarification as
well. The FCO did recommend that mediation was an
option to go forward with. So do not talk about what
you do not know!
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam [Deputy] Speaker, His
Excellency the Governor, came right back—who is a
representative of the FCO—and said those claims
were falsehood.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: All right. Cool.
An Hon. Member: No, he did not.
The Deputy Speaker: Member?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes he did. They were false.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Premier says he never
called my name, but his cohorts did. His Ministers, his
colleagues, did. Okay? As a result—

An Hon. Member: No, he did not.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes, he did. They were false.

The Deputy Speaker: Honourable Members—
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Honourable Members.
As a result of listening in to a phone conversation that the Premier went and put on speakerphone—
without my knowledge, if we are talking about integrity—and then they had the audacity to come up in
this Honourable Chamber six hours after totally disrespecting this Honourable House and to spread falsehoods about myself in my absence—unprecedented!
In my absence.
So what is this pattern of dishonesty? Just a
few weeks ago the Premier and the Cabinet secretary
and the Learned Attorney General travelled to the
Foreign Commonwealth Office [FCO] because they
had a complaint over the DPP [Department of Public
Prosecutions] issue and then they had the audacity to

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order, point of order!
He simply did not say that. That is categorically
wrong.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: What did he say?
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: I said to him . . . Look because I was there. The Governor did not say that.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: He did not say that at all.
[Inaudible interjections]
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Again, another indication of
deception and deceit.

Some Hon. Members: What did he say?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The thing about it they still
have not told us what made the DPP appointment untenable. But that is a whole other can of worms.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of clarification.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy [Speaker],
Madam Deputy [Speaker]? We are speaking of deception. When I was giving my personal explanation
the Premier says, You wait until we release your tape!
Hmmm. What tape is that?

The Deputy Speaker: Point of clarification.

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Oh, well, let me let the people
know what tape it is. Let me let the people know the
depths of the One Bermuda Alliance, the gutter politics that they study.

POINT OF CLARIFICATION

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: It is not for us to explain
what was untenable. He is supposed to seek out the
Governor on that.

[Inaudible interjections]
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Maybe we will.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: That is one example of misleading.
Then today, we look on the Order Paper. After
getting up and carrying over the referendum Bill, they
run down the hill to another place and announce that
they are going to withdraw the referendum Bill. And
for the last few months they have been executing this
strategy to deceive the people. But lo and behold, we
get up in Parliament today and see that the [Gaming]
Referendum Act 2013 is still on the Order Paper! It is
still on the Order Paper! It has been withdrawn now.
The Deputy Speaker: I believe it had to stay on the
Order Paper until the point that it was withdrawn.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Okay, okay, all right. That is
called putting the cart before the horse.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Okay? Because the Standing
Order 48 says here is the procedure to withdraw a Bill.
Withdrawing a Bill is natural. There are many reasons
why you can withdraw a Bill. But what is unprecedented is to carry it over and then go to another place
and then make an announcement in complete disregard to the Speaker of this House—in complete disregard to this Honourable Chamber. It is the cart before
the horse!
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, it was in July when you
had a Member of this Honourable Chamber who went
through some personal challenges and difficulties, all
the way up, so be it. But on that Friday as I was coming back from lunch, I got a call from that person's
husband who begged me to make sure that the PLP
does not attack her in Parliament. I told him up
straight. I said, Brother, one thing about me—anything
to do with personal affairs you will never see myself or
the Progressive Labour Party attack anybody.
[General uproar]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: That is why we still have not
mentioned the Honourable and Learned Member's
son. We have not made a big political issue out of
that. Right? We do not do it.
But then I came up, because I said, You
know, obviously her family is really feeling this political
mess. It has turned into a political mess. So I said,
Sister, look, why do you not come into my lounge and
let us have a chat. So I could reassure her that I was
not going to attack her in this Honourable Chamber.
And do you know what she said? No! Forty-five minutes later she comes back and says, Let’s have the
meeting.
The Deputy Speaker: Just if you could refer to the
Member as the Member, the Honourable—
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Okay, the Honourable Member. I am trying not to call names and all that, but obviously you know what I am talking about.
And so she says, 45 minutes later, Let’s go
have the meeting. Well, lo and behold, I have come to
find out—and it has been admitted by this Honourable
Member—that what we term . . . she was wired! She
recorded our conversation!
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An Hon. Member: No!
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Someone on her side put her
up understanding that she was under supreme pressure and they wired her up to come and try to record
my conversation with her when I am trying to help her
out!

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: —Speaker, if you . . . Thank
you.
The Deputy Speaker: You have the floor.

Some Hon. Members: No way!

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Member Nandi Outerbridge
Davis, do you feel okay to get up and let us all know
who pressured you to record our discussion?

[General uproar]

An Hon. Member: Oh, my dear!

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Hey, one thing about this
Member, one thing that I can trust, while she might be
young. Right? She is not silly and she understands,
she understands reality and things like that. And
things like that are unconscionable even—you cannot
do things like that.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: She says no.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Totally misleading.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Totally misleading about
being wired and being pressured to go into a meeting
with this Honourable Member.

The Deputy Speaker: Do address the Chair.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: She would not. Okay? Right.
That is the type of gutter politics these, the
One Bermuda Alliance is studying on the people of
this country. They are so hell-bent on trying to bring
my party into disrepute that even when we are trying
to help them they are trying to hurt us! Even when we
are trying to help them, they are trying to hurt us.
This Motion to Adjourn we hear a few of the
Backbenchers—the spectators—get up and say, Oh
yes, you guys are trying to bring down Bermuda and
you are trying to hurt our reputation. That reminds me
of the abusive stepfather who, while abusing his stepchildren, realises that the neighbours finally heard the
noises coming from next door and the stepfather instead of looking at his wicked ways in abusing his
stepchild or stepchildren, he takes offence to the fact
that the neighbours are hearing about the abuse! That
is the problem with the One Bermuda Alliance. That is
the problem. They are afraid of the truth.

[Inaudible interjections]
[Inaudible interjections]
An Hon. Member: How is that misleading?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: That is not misleading.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
POINT OF ORDER

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order.
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The Honourable Member
is making serious allegations. He needs to say who
pressured that Member to be wired to go and record
that Member. If he knows so much—
[General uproar]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Truth escapes them! It is
through their actions they are known and for 14
months it has been falsehood and deception and subservient, undermining activities.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, you keep saying 14
years. That is why I said you have got 14 months. But
to be honest, you have done enough ignorance in the
last 14 months to far exceed whatever we have done
in the last 14 years.
[General uproar]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: And I still have not . . . as a
little segue, I still have not heard of an “Own Motion”
to report from the Ombudsman on any of those matters. But I will get to that another day.
Now, Madam Deputy [Speaker]—how much
time do I have left, may I ask?
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: And that is why they are over
there chuckling in derision.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Seven minutes—
[Inaudible interjections]
The Deputy Speaker: [It is] 7 minutes, 21 [seconds].
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Some of these fellows on the
One Bermuda Alliance consider themselves to be financial gurus. Some of these Members, sorry, Members, Honourable Members. But, you know, when we
look at the balance sheet of the One Bermuda Alliance, there are more liabilities than assets. It does not
balance. In particular, the Honourable Premier, the
Minister of Tourism, and the Learned Member the Attorney General, are the major liabilities of the One
Bermuda Alliance.
I think it is time for someone to get into a room
in the OBA and have a real heart-to-heart discussion
to identify these liabilities and basically carry out a risk
assessment because—make no mistake, make no
mistake—there is such a thing as collective responsibility. Their Cabinet and their party could claim ignorance to their activities, but they are guilty by association.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy [Speaker], the
majority of Bermudians do not trust the One Bermuda
Alliance and we are sick and tired. International observers find the One Bermuda Alliance to be a joke.
They are all image and no substance. People say . . .
Dr. Gibbons get up and talks about, Oh, the Premier is
highly rated elsewhere. Man, come on.
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Make no mistake about it!
Because they are aiding and abetting the lowest level
of governance we have ever experienced in this country. You are guilty by association!

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Come on now. Come on now.
Who are they fooling?
And talking about Dr. Gibbons—mentioning
Dr. Gibbons, who is the great defender, because it
was corroborated by my Shadow Minister Burt that the
unethical behaviour continues right up until the end.
Well, you want to talk about unethical behaviour, will
the Honourable Dr. Gibbons feel free to explain to us
how did he allow for Logic [Communications] and
North Rock to merge one day or three days before the
issuance of the first ICOL, which almost brought the
Regulatory Authority and all the work that we had
done to its knees. And we know, we know, that there
are directors of Logic and North Rock sitting in this
Honourable Chamber on that side of the House. You
want to talk about corruption?

[Inaudible interjections]

[General uproar]

An Hon. Member: Yes.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy [Speaker],
trust . . . trust is the basis of all human relationships.
Without trust within your family, without trust within
your church, without trust in your political organisation
or any institution created by man there can be no progress. None whatsoever. And I think that is the crux of
the matter. The One Bermuda Alliance have proven
themselves to be untrustworthy. Their word is not their
honour. They lack integrity.
I could go on and on to give an adequate description of their behaviour, but we all know that they
do not like adequate descriptions! So they still talk
about how I refer to them as practitioners of dark arts.
They still refer to the fact that I describe them as demonic. Today people might excuse me for thinking
that I am a clairvoyant because everything I said has
manifested.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Every single thing I have said
has manifested.

POINT OF ORDER
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order.
The Deputy Speaker: Point of order.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: There was no permission required for that from the Minister of Telecommunications—
[General uproar]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Some of us are already Ministers. A merger requires permission by the Minister. I
think it is section 114B.
An Hon. Member: It is [section] 114B.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It is [section] 114B. I have
been there and done that. See? But I remember because I was the Minister that brought the RA [Regulatory Authority] into existence. I remember—

[Inaudible interjections]
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[Misleading]

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order. The
Honourable Member does not know what he is talking
about.
[General uproar]
The Deputy Speaker: Member? Member?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: No, no. That is not a point of
order. Dr. Gibbons has a habit of taking credit for what
is not his. He takes credit for the satellite one—
[Bermuda]Sat-1. He takes credit for the Regulatory
Authority—that was our work, you know. That is how I
know. That is how I know that he almost brought the
RA to its knees. I do not hear any MPs who are directors on the KeyTech Group saying a word about it.
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The Deputy Speaker: No, excuse me, Member. I actually did not get to hear what you said. Can you
please stand and repeat what you said so I can hear
you?
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker, the Honourable Member was misleading the House because the RA was actually put in
place by the One Bermuda Alliance Government in
2013. The Honourable Member did put in place, or his
Government put in place, the legislation going back
before that, but the RA was actually set up by the One
Bermuda Alliance.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
Member, you have the floor.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Saying a word . . . and if you
think I do not know what I am talking about, I created
the RA! Hello! Okay? If you need verification, ask the
CEO of the RA. You almost brought it to its knees because of your underhandedness.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy [Speaker], did
the CEO and the Board . . . I know that myself and the
former Attorney General, Kim Wilson, were part of a
panel with Michael Fahy and we were the ones that
selected and hired the CEO. We are the ones that put
it into motion. They became Government in December. The RA became functional in January. Dr. Gibbons might think—

[Inaudible interjection]

The Deputy Speaker: Honourable Member.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: What?

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Honourable Member
might think he is Superman, but that is a figment of his
imagination.

An Hon. Member: Whoa!

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The Honourable
Member is actually misleading the House. The RA
was only set up under the OBA Government in practise.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sit down, sit down. I am not
taking that point of order.—

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: That is our work! Now, let me
tell you Madam Deputy Speaker, the people have no
confidence—
The Deputy Speaker: Member. Member!
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Yes?

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The legislation was
there before, but the RA—
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: That is misleading the House.
The Deputy Speaker: I am . . . wait a minute! Wait a
minute.

The Deputy Speaker: I would ask that you respect
individuals within the room.
Thank you.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It has got to be reciprocal.
The Deputy Speaker: Yes, it does.

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —was set by the
One—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —Bermuda Alliance
Government.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Madam Deputy Speaker,
since democracy was robbed from the people over
this referendum, I assure you that the people, the
people, will force the One Bermuda Alliance back to
the polls. You cannot rob them of their democratic
right and expect for that type or that level of disdain
not to be returned your way.
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And I am going to tell you again. This dishonest, untrustworthy, unethical, corrupt Government
must end and I call on today, right now, in the earshot
of everyone both local and international, that the Premier Craig Cannonier, the Attorney General Mark Pettingill, and the Minister of Tourism Shawn Crockwell
should resign immediately.
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Are there any other Members that would like
to speak?
The Chair recognises the Honourable Minister
of Works and Engineering, from Paget West, constituency 23, the Honourable Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin.
You have the floor.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you,
Madam Deputy Speaker.
What is more distressing than anything else in
this Honourable House today is to have to come to the
reality that the Opposition are more concerned about
an OBA failure than they are about a Bermuda success. That point gets lost on us. Listen to every single
thing that has emanated from that side of the Honourable House today.
But you know there are times when I think that
when people say things and act in certain ways, we
have to acknowledge that sometimes external stimuli
may cause lack of clarity of thought. I believe that that
is the case here today because I think that there is an
awful lot that has happened over the course of this
th
last—since December 13 that not just have Members
of the Opposition within and without had comments to
make. Their Members have actually gone abroad and
while it is—somebody may have said earlier that this
was information that was chosen from an article and
reproduced somewhere else, these articles very
clearly show that they were directed to, addressed to,
and intended for external people in the Caribbean—
our family, our CARICOM family, and comments such
as that.
We heard the Honourable Member De Silva
st
earlier today get up and say that on January 31 there
was an article in the Bermuda Sun about the position
of our Members of Parliament, and I specifically asked
when was that article. The Honourable Member said it
st
was January 31 . I knew full well that I had nothing to
st
say against gaming on January 31 .

bers. I have done about five point of orders on a previous Member that made the same statement.
My statement is the Honourable Member is
certainly misleading the House. I did not say that the
st
quotes that I was quoting out of the January 31 past
per were quotes in January 31 . I said they were
quotes that they had made in the past.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Mr. Speaker, I will
allow him to be able to record that and we will leave it
at that because I specifically asked, I stood and I
asked the question, When were those comments
made? And the Honourable Member said Janust
ary 31 .
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable
Member Foggo was standing next to him and said,
st
Yes, January 31 . The Honourable former Attorney
st
General said, Yes, it was January 31 .
POINT OF ORDER
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: The question that was asked to
me across the way, and albeit we are not supposed to
be conversing that way—
The Speaker: Yes.
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: The question that was put to me
by the Honourable Minister was, What is the date of
st
the paper? And I said that the date was the 31 of
January 2014. That is substantially different than the
assertion that was just made of what date did I say the
comments were made. I do not know when the comments were made.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Let me just say
that when the Honourable stood and spoke to Janust
ary 31 it was only when he came back on a point of
order that he said, I was speaking of something historic for the content. And I accept that.

[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair]
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
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POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker. Point of order.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
Welcome back, Mr. Speaker, I just thought
that you may have missed it when you were in Cham-

The Speaker: Okay.
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Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: It does not matter. But the
fact of the matter is why don’t you just . . . did you say
it or did you not? Tell the Bermuda people that!
The Speaker: I think . . . Honourable Member, please.
You have made your point.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Let me say that I
pulled up that article to which the Honourable Member
referred and the comment that was attributed to me
said, "Before we take a step that is irreversible, that
creates untold damage both socially and economically
for the people of Bermuda, we have to be circumspect."
Those were my comments, and those were
accurately quoted. It indicates here that that was as a
Member of the United Bermuda Party, but let me just
say that when this Government—when this One Bermuda Alliance Government made the determination
about this referendum issue—we promised it in our
platform. We committed to that position in March. I
st
believe it was March 1 as we have alluded to. I do
not have the date because I do not have that Hansard
when the Opposition Leader made the comments
about, Bring it on. I can tell you that it has been revealed that the Honourable Minister of Tourism asked
for a report to be drawn by his internal advisor in
terms—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I said it was revealed here that the Honourable Member asked his
internal advisor to do a report and such report was
done. Now what was interesting is that these Honourable Members—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order.
The Speaker: Yes, what is your point of order?
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. Is the
Honourable Member saying that the report—
The Speaker: What is your point of order?
Mr. E. David Burt: That the Honourable Member is
misleading the House. Is she saying that the report
was commissioned after the Opposition Leader made
his statement? Is that what you are saying?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I said that was the
information that was revealed here in this Honourable
House. That is what I said, and what was interesting .
. . I think the Honourable Members on the other side
would probably have an argument that would support
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their conspiracy theory if the recommendation of that
information that came to the Honourable Minister said,
you know, pull the referendum. But my understanding
. . . and I have not seen the report, the full report, but I
was made privy to a part of it by a reporter (in fact,
this past weekend) in which the reporter indicated that
the conclusion was to not disband the idea of a referendum. And it was very interesting because the discussions that were had subsequently were such that
the Opposition Leader said, Let’s get on with it. What
do we think?
What I said then I will stand and repeat again
today. I said this would be the biggest set-up that the
Opposition would ever foist on this One Bermuda Alliance Government. You can be assured that from that
th
day until the 12 of December we were wedded to the
idea because we were not going to go down the path
of allowing that, Let’s do it. Let’s get it on. Let’s talk
about it—not verbatim—but the concept, Let’s get it
on. Let’s get together. Let’s just, you know, bring it to
the House. Let’s move on with it. Let’s forgo the referendum. All of that. I thought that was the biggest setup of all time.
I never trusted that that would be a position.
Why do I say that, Mr. Speaker? Because every
comment that had been made by that party and that
Honourable Member prior to that, depicted us as being practitioners of the dark arts—as he just said he
was clairvoyant, in that regard, that we were demonic,
that we were everything negative and there is no way
that I would have done something that said let us go
against the commitment that we made to the people of
Bermuda based on something that that Honourable
Member said. You talk about lack of trust? I said that
day and I will say it now, that that was the ideal set-up
if we were to fall for it.
As things develop and as the Honourable
former Attorney General indicates that there must
have been some kind of conspiracy theory . . . she
can be absolutely assured that there was not. When
the information came to our attention concerning the
content of the conversation that was revealed, that
combined with—and all of it has been said before—
but that combined with information that had been
given on the radio on that same day by an artist of (I
am sorry, a guest of) one of the talk shows—started
putting that together.
And if you talk about things falling into place, it
reminded me very much of the 1995, 1993, 1995 referendum on independence. Because when you start
to hear words like, We will ensure that this will be undermined—not direct quotes, but the gist—that we will
ensure that our people will not support it. We will ensure that this is undermined. What does that say to
me? We have seen—
[Inaudible interjections]
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: We have seen the
history, because the bottom line is that if we had gone
through with the referendum . . . because the referendum requires certain conditions in order for it to be
successful. I was never concerned about whether
there was a yes vote or a no vote. A yes vote would
have been a good result. A no vote would have been
what the people said. That was never the issue. The
issue was, Were we going to allow the process to be
undermined by some orchestrated desire on behalf of
that group to suggest that it would be an invalid result? That was the concern that we had—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order. Point of
order, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, you know, the Honourable
Member is misleading the House. There has never
been any discussion in this PLP group about undermining any referendum.
The Speaker: All right.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Never once!
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Member.
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Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I am trying to be very measured about this
because, quite frankly, the situation today is quite disturbing, because in the last speaker's comments when
he said, you know, I have said that I am trying to protect the Honourable Member on the other side and I
would never say anything . . . that is the Member who
stood there and had to be called to order. And the
Hansard will show by making the comment, Any old
body can be a member of the OBA. Look at what your
people have done. All referring to that Honourable
Member and the person that he said, I am trying to
protect. So let us get this in proper context.
Let us know that at no time—once you call
somebody practitioner of the dark arts in one breath
and then say in the very next, in the same Motion to
Adjourn speech—should we reach across the aisle
and work together for the better good of this country.
The Honourable Member will tell you. As he
was leaving the Chamber, I had to ask him. I said, I
have a question that I must ask, Are you bipolar or
schizophrenic? Because the behaviour that came as a
result of that same Motion to Adjourn speech, that
was diametrically opposite one side to the other. It
was absolutely incredibly silly for us to believe for one
second that that Honourable Member had anything
but a negative intent towards this Government. And
the Honourable Member asks really nasty things.

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Never!
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
The Speaker: Carry on, Minister.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Let me say that
the information that came to us as a result of these
conversations, coupled with information that had been
put in the public arena, gave me cause to believe that
the process . . . that there was an orchestrated effort
to undermine the process. That is my belief and that is
what I said at that point in time. So it is based on that.
th
It is based on that, that on the 12 of December when the decision was made that we would not go
through with the referendum in accordance with the
manner in which it appeared on the Order Paper, that
we would ensure that we would—
[Inaudible interjections]
[Gavel]
The Speaker: Member, I cannot hear you. I cannot
hear you. If Members . . . if you would, please, give
some respect to the person who is speaking. Otherwise, I do not know how we are going to listen to what
people are saying and be able to make intelligent remarks. It must be very difficult.
Carry on, Honourable Member.

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: You know, Mr.
Speaker, I do not have a problem. My life is an open
book. I stand in this Honourable House to serve the
people of this country to the best of my ability. I do so
very honestly. I do so with the better good of this
country at heart. I have never expected anything other
than the salary that I get, and even that I use for the
better good—the majority of it—for my constituency
because I do have another primary employment.
When I hear those kinds of nasty, niggly, putrid kinds of comments coming from somebody from
this Honourable House, you know, these are the
things that just kind of debase the whole purpose of
our raison d'être here. Debases it!
You know, I resent it. But do you know what? I
have always been told that blessed is he who expects
nothing for he shall never be disappointed. I can tell
you that while I find it disgusting, I am not at all disappointed because when you expect no better from individuals, whatever they put out is going to be good
enough, and that is what I have come to expect from
that Honourable Member.
We have heard all manner of derision with
respect to our Leader and that he should step aside
and that other Members of our Cabinet should step
aside. Let me say, without fear of contradiction, that if
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any Member of this party did anything that was untoward, unethical,—
[Crosstalk]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —you can be assured that I would hold them to account. I do not wish
for my reputation to be sullied if I believe that I could
not trust my partners. (My partners being those people
with whom I sit around the Cabinet table.) You can be
assured of that, Mr. Speaker.
So when Members on the other side start talking about all kinds of conspiracy theories, that we
have spent our political trust—there have been issues
that have happened under this Administration and I
will admit that everything that we have done may not
have been done perfectly as far as the Opposition—
as a matter of fact, the Opposition has never thought
that we did anything well. Maybe one or two things
they may have said, Yes, you have done that and you
did a good job. That is one or two things that they may
have said that we have done well, and I accept those
few, you know, drops of praise when they come because I do know that we are working tremendously
hard.
But let me tell you that the one thing, if I look
at a position that I took (and I said we have to be circumspect) and when I look at the trip and the information seeking that was done by the Attorney General
and the Minister of Tourism to be able to bring a
model to Bermuda that would be satisfactory, that
would have controls, that would be able to minimise
possibilities of social fallout—it was very easy for me
to say, having looked at what I had said then, that we
need to be circumspect. Absolutely! And I believe that
the result that we have obtained has been extremely
circumspect.
We have looked at how do you prevent social
mores as a result of going down this particular path. It
is not something that we take lightly. I can tell people I
enjoy playing draw poker machines and I have gone
to various jurisdictions and I will play them. I used to
play them here when we had the machines in the
pubs locally. I do not have a problem with that. But
every dime that I have ever spent is my own. It comes
out of my own bank account, my own pocket. I do not
ask anybody for a dime, and all I can say is that there
are procedures in place that ensure that other people
will not go down a path where there would be fallout
for them or their families and we could protect against
that.
Some of the things that have been articulated
at the town hall meetings, I think that Bermuda would
be proud of the model, because there are things like
restrictions for locals. You want to make sure that
somebody who is not up to their eyeballs in child support payment is able to go into a gaming establishment to be able to spend their money. Now at the
moment such is not possible in some of the betting
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shops or the bingo halls that we have at the moment—it does not matter.
But you would not be able to do that in a casino. So there are rules and regulations that would be
put in place. Things that have been put in place to be
able to support the system that would say that we are
not going have people falling through the cracks—
charging people to go into an establishment every
time you want to go. It would make somebody think,
Will I want to pay $100? or whatever the price will
happen to be.
These are all exploratory things, but I think the
information that is being brought to the public is information that will be able to show how jobs can be created. I can tell that the Opposition does not want us to
create jobs. Does not want us to create jobs because
if jobs are created, it undermines their argument that
we are an ineffective Government, and that does not
suit their purpose. But from our perspective, we have
to explore every single avenue to put our people to
work.
The referendum question was a challenge for
the Opposition and I understood why. But when we
listen to our consultants who basically said you should
have this book, a Missal, of what it was that you
should ask as they did in Ohio—it was like a sevenparagraph referendum, and at the end of it saying, If
you say yes, you are saying yes to the whole idea and
if you say no you are against it.
We knew that we had the votes to pass this.
We wanted to be able to go to the people and say this
is what we promised, this is what we offered. We were
not prepared to allow the process to be undermined,
and if the Opposition are saying that they had no intention of undermining the process, then let me say
that I have completely misread them. But I do not believe that. I do not believe that. I believe that all of the
indicators and the information that we had at the time
shows exactly what that intention was and that intention was to say to the Bermuda people, We do not
want for these guys to succeed.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Because if we
have jobs coming for people, not just in terms of a
casino or within construction, because the one thing
that we have to appreciate is that in order to have a
casino and in order to isolate that licence it was tied to
construction. The purpose for the referendum question was, Do you support gaming for the creation of
jobs and for hotel investments? And the thing is—that
was the purpose. We were not saying let us go do
gaming, let us expand—
[Timer beeps]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —going off on a
flight of fancy.
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair now recognises the Minister for
Finance.
Minister Bob Richards, you have the floor.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I have just a few words on what I have heard this afternoon.
First of all, I want to reiterate some things that
have been said by my colleagues here, particularly
the Minister who just spoke and my colleague, the
Honourable Minister Grant Gibbons, that this Government was indeed committed to the referendum up
th
until December 12 . Up until we found out about the
conversations that were witnessed by the Premier, the
Attorney General, and the Minister of Tourism. It was
at that point that a decision was made that we know
about now.
I also wanted to reiterate what my take was
on the Honourable Opposition Leader's pledge in
March that we should forget about the referendum
and go ahead and just do it. I took that particular assertion on his part to be a political trap.
An Hon. Member: Absolutely.
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gaming was concerned. It was going to be in every
corner, in every sports club—everywhere you looked.
That was the proposal that was put forward at that
time.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes, your point of order?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member, I
believe, is certainly misleading the House, Mr.
Speaker. When the Honourable Member just said
that—
The Speaker: How is he misleading?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, he was misleading
because he said that the reason that he did not believe in gaming back then was he did not trust us.
The Speaker: That is not misleading.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, in this article, Mr.
Speaker, he says just the opposite.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I said so to my colleagues, that this was a political trap, and that if we
went for that we would be really sorry because the
probability was very high that they would change on a
dime and nail us with that. So we were determined up
th
until the 12 to go ahead with that referendum—

The Speaker: No, I am just saying, you know—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Well, what I am saying, Mr.
Speaker, is that he is misleading the House.
The Speaker: He has changed his mind.

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: —despite what the Opposition Leader had said.
Now there was some reference to something
that I said about gaming and I guess it was in the
weekend papers. That statement by me was made
when I was in the Opposition and I was talking about
the initiative by the then-Premier and Tourism Minister, Dr. Ewart Brown. And I have to say, Mr. Speaker,
I was definitely against gaming under that particular
Minister and that particular Government. I was against
it. Why? Because I did not trust you to do the right
thing.
An Hon. Member: No way!
An Hon. Member: Knock it off!
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That is right. That is why I
was against it. And you know what, Mr. Speaker? The
proposition that was put forth to this House at that
time contained virtually no safeguards whatsoever. It
was going to be like the Wild, Wild West insofar as

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Not only . . . no, no! He
said the reason that he was against it is because he
did not trust us and that particular Minister at the time.
That is not what he is quoted in this paper as saying.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay, Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: Okay, that is all right. I appreciate the
call.
Carry on. Thank you.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Here is the thing, Mr.
Speaker, my point of view has always been the same
with respect to gaming and that is that because the
casino ultimately always wins, gaming is like a tax.
And it is a regressive tax and if we are going to have
gaming we should make sure that it is (a) aimed at
visitors and not Bermudians; and (b) if Bermuda is
going to have to participate, then we have to have
restrictions and rules and regulations to protect those
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who are most vulnerable insofar as gaming is concerned.

The Speaker: Point of order, Honourable Member.

[Inaudible interjections]

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The cost of overruns—

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The Honourable Member
and the Honourable Minister Shawn Crockwell have
outlined such restrictions and such rules to protect the
most vulnerable in this community against that particular thing. So my comments at that time have to be
put in that context. Mr. Speaker, let me say, when I
said I did not trust the former Government to bring in
this thing properly, I have got good reason. I have
really good reasons! You know, every time they did a
project it was millions of dollars over budget and we
could not figure out why.
[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: Honourable Member. Honourable
Member, just a minute, just a minute. Take your time
and get up now and state your point of order.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: And you know we had
Berkeley, we had the court building—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I said the cost overrun, ipso facto, does not
necessarily mean there has been corruption as the
Member alludes.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Carry on. Carry on, Member.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I did not use that word
“necessarily.” That is the Honourable Member's word.
The point is, Mr. Speaker, is that in corrupt governments you have these huge unexplained expenditures.
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That was the hallmark of
the PLP Government. This Government—

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: —we had the Heritage
Wharf, all that.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

The Speaker: Yes, sir?
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: This Honourable
Member is misleading the House. Every project that
the former Government—
The Speaker: Honourable Member, certainly not
every project. Honourable Member, not every project.
[Laughter]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Well, maybe it is only the
ones that cost over $50 million.
In any case, Mr. Speaker, you know one of
the, if you like, pieces of evidence of corruption, these
huge cost overruns—that is one of the evidences. We
have been here this evening accused of being corrupt.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker. Point of order.
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is
misleading the House, Mr. Speaker. And I will say
this, because he was a part of a Government, a UBP
Government, that had overruns that far surpassed
ours—i.e., Westgate, the airport—
The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —Tynes Bay, Mr.
Speaker—
The Speaker: Thank you.

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: And it was under the PLP
Government that we had these huge overruns. Where
did that money go?

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —was 55 per cent over
budget!
The Speaker: Thank you.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

POINT OF ORDER
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order.

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, the Member is
misleading the House.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable—
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Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: More than what Berkeley
ever was, Mr. Speaker!

were Honourable Member. You must have been on
cloud nine somewhere but I was here. I heard it with
these defective ears. I heard it! So don’t tell me that.

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Grant, Grant. I can take
care of this, Grant.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: We heard it. So he accused us of being corrupt and I am saying that the
evidence of corruption is on them.

[Laughter]
An Hon. Member: No, it is not!
Some Hon. Members: Whoa!
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, anybody
who can do simple arithmetic will know that that
Member's assertion was pure nonsense! Errant nonsense! Right?

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The evidence is of corruption is on them.
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order!

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No sir, Mr. Speaker!
The Speaker: Honourable Member, Honourable
Member I heard your point.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, the proof is
in the pudding! Under their Administration this country
went from a public debt of $150 million to almost $1.5
billion. It is under their Government that this happened. So do not come with this nonsense about how
we are corrupt. This country does—
POINT OF ORDER

The Speaker: Honourable Member—there is no point
of order. Come on.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, to say that he
has evidence of corruption on us—bring it!
The Speaker: Now—all right.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: He cannot make that
statement, Mr. Speaker. No way!
The Speaker: Please.

Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order. Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No way!
The Speaker: Please.

The Speaker: Yes?
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. E. David Burt: There is nobody on this side of the
House that accused the One Bermuda Alliance of being corrupt. We accused specific Members and produced specific examples.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No way! Let the AG bring
it!
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.

The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: I never said and there are Members on this side of the House that never said that
Member was corrupt.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Carry on.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, Mr. Speaker, he cannot be allowed to make that statement.
The Speaker: Honourable Member—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Because if so, if so—

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am sorry, Mr. Speaker. I
sat in this chair—

The Speaker: Honourable Member you have made
your point!
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: —I can make one that they
did on the Westgate and down at the airport.

An Hon. Member: Reaching a new low—
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: —about an hour ago and
heard the Leader of the Opposition accuse this Government of being corrupt. I do not know where you

The Speaker: Take your seat!
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Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: If you are going to go corrupt, go the whole way!

[Gavel]

The Speaker: Do not ask to be—

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Do not test me.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: See! Then stop being
dishonest. You know—

The Speaker: Do not test me tonight. It is getting late.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, we are finishing.
[Laughter]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: It is getting late.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: And you know what, Mr.
Speaker? In five minutes time he is going to say that
he never said that.

The Speaker: Do not test me tonight!
The Speaker: Let us finish on a good note. Yes, let us
finish on a good note.
Carry—

[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: You may . . . I see someone in the audience who may be asking to be asked to leave.
[Laughter and crosstalk]
The Speaker: Honourable Member, carry on.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
So, you know, I think it is quite outrageous,
the melodrama that has played out here this afternoon.
An Hon. Member: Yes.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, I have got
love on my side.
[Laughter]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I have love on my side! I
am coming here with a spirit of love.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I cannot take false accusations and, particularly, I cannot take comments that
are only meant to be destructive and not helpful. This
country needs ideals to move us forward.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The truth is that—
[Crosstalk]
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: We have Bermudians
who are in debt. We have a country that is in a huge
amount of debt.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: My honourable colleague,
Pat Gordon-Pamplin, the Honourable Member, said it
absolutely correct that the Opposition would do and
say anything to have this side fail. Even if it means the
country fails. They put politics in front of country every
time. They did it when they were Government and
they are still doing it!
But, Mr. Speaker, we really have to keep our
eye focused on the ball here, and the ball is out there
with the Bermudian people. They need help. They
need leadership. They need good ideas. They need
the Members of this Chamber to help to move this
country forward. Not this nonsensical scrapping which
is so incredibly childlike.

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: We have industries that
are failing. I do not see one scintilla of what has been
said by the Opposition today that will help any of
those problems.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: That the only thing that is
has to do with is being destructive.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: So I would beg the Members to let us come back next week—

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Well, there will be melodrama next week, too. But that will be of a logical kind.
Not an illogical kind. I can assure you of that.
Mr. Speaker, the thing is that we have heard a
lot of accusations here and it really does not help
anybody. That is the point. We have Bermudians who
are looking for work.
An Hon. Member: I agree.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The only—
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[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: —with our heads
screwed on in the positive direction and not in the
negative.
Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
I am going to recognise the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I get offended when I am labelled as corrupt
and incompetent. My family gets offended. My children and my grandchildren get offended. It seems
like, you know, today has probably been the worst day
that I have had in Parliament in as long as I have
been in Parliament. It has really got right into the gutter. Ones where they are accusing us of corruption,
we are not trustworthy, and then to top it off to say
that we want the Government to fail.
An Hon. Member: No, we do not.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Why would I want our
people to remain unemployed—
An Hon. Member: Thank you. That is ridiculous.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —so I can win the next
Government? I am not about that. If I had a choice to
getting 3,000 people employed and us lose the election . . . I would lose the election.
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I want to see our people employed regardless of who it came under.
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Nobody on this side of
the House wants to see anybody unemployed. I understand if you have a little bit of common sense
about building in Bermuda—if you build a house you
will get a price. But there is a contingency fee that is
always included. Works and Engineering does it because, Mr. Speaker, you do not know what you are
going to find—particularly when you go and dig for a
tank—you could find, you could go down in Bailey's
Bay and find some of the hardest rock in the world.
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paid out like that. Give the civil servants more credit
than that. Those things have to be costed out and it
has to be justified that, hey, this is the overrun and
everything has to be done. You have got the architect
and so many agencies check that within Government
before it is paid. But to say something—to say corruption—and I am not going to get up here and say (I
think it is unfair to say), Well, they had overruns so we
should have them. We do not work like that. I do not
work like that.
I can tell you as long as I was in Works and
Engineering—I have been frugal all my life. All my life!
I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, there were about six or
seven projects that I became intimately involved with
because they were time sensitive. And as you know in
Bermuda, if it is late, regardless of whom it is, the Minister has to take—the buck stops with him. And I got
involved with it and in those projects $17 million was
saved—$17 million! I am not going to go over it because I have been over it before. So it is crazy to be
up here.
Now, I heard the Attorney General say earlier
about the DPP, about what the Governor had said, but
it is in the January 10, 2014 daily, the Governor
says—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: He said the FCO have
not called for mediation on the DPP matter.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: That was in the official
Gazette. The official Gazette—the Government decides which paper is going to be the official Gazette.
That was in there! That was the statement, Mr.
Speaker. So I do not know—that is not something I
made up. It is there. I am not going to go into broken
promises. That is the OBA politics. That is fine. They
will have to deal with that at the polls. You know, I am
not going to vote for them, but that is what they are
going to have to deal with.
Now, Mr. Speaker, you know much discussion
has centred around what the Leader of the Progressive Labour Party said in March. We are not refuting
that. That was in March. But let us realise that in November a Bill was tabled in this House for a referendum.
An Hon. Member: Yes, by the Government.
[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And you are charged
for it. Every overrun—if they want to call it—has been
justified. It has to be. You just do not pay because
something cost an extra million dollars. It is just not

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: So regardless of what
my leader said, the Government disregarded that and
said, We are going to bring a referendum in November.
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[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And that is their right
to do it.
Now I am going to tell you personally. I was
not for a referendum. But I think that if the Government would have done it the right way, come to this
House and honestly say—because I would have been
in agreement with them. If they would have come and
said, Look, to have a referendum it is going to cost
half a million dollars plus what the employer has to
pay to let everybody go to vote, and it is time sensitive
because we want to get some projects run in Bermuda. They would have got me. I saw no problem
with that.
But to come here and try to withdraw the referendum and suggest that because of us we were
undermining—Mr. Speaker, I have said it earlier, I
have been in no conversation with anybody within the
party, outside of the party, about undermining the referendum. I just thought it was a waste of time, personally, to have a referendum. I was where the Premier was—let us not have it. Because he called me in
th
a meeting on December the 11 and I said, Well, that
is not my decision. (I am paraphrasing now) You have
to get in touch with my leader. Because I did not have
a conversation prior to that with the Premier on this
here.
So it was not my place to make that decision.
Even up unto the . . . even after he tabled it he could
have come, I would have been okay. But what has
muddied the waters is the way they went about it. And
so you cannot use us for an excuse.
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That is what we should be incensed about.
That is what I thought that Member on the other side
should be incensed about. But he has every right to
make comments about what he saw. But I can assure
you, I do not think anybody on this side in interested in
slandering the Government because when you slander the Government, you slander Bermuda. We do not
want to do that. In fact, it was earlier this week—my
good friend, the president of the Bermuda Industrial
Union, is running a commercial on the radio about
support of international business. You know, some
people questioned that. Why should he be doing it?
An Hon. Member: Of course.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And I said, What is
going on in this country—
An Hon. Member: Indian givers.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —that the president of
Bermuda Industrial Union cannot make this positive
statement? This is what we want. Positive statements.
They do not want anything negative, Mr. Speaker.
And what people had a problem with that? Some.
One called [the] David Lopes Show and was
surprised when David said, Well, what do you want
him to say? It was positive . . . and I am paraphrasing
what David said. I am paraphrasing. But he said that it
did not make sense.
So I do not know. I think we really, we really,
have to get it together in this House, Mr. Speaker, in
the interest of Bermuda. This thing about everything
that we do is corrupt and everything they do is right—

An Hon. Member: False pretence.
An Hon. Member: Ipso facto.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Because right now I
am vexed at the whole thing because it is going to
slow things up.
An Hon. Member: We made you do it.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Because what we
want to do . . . you know, it is not looking good for us
in the international scene. I heard one Member chirping throughout the debate about the Government—
Members of this side are slandering the Government
internationally. Well, I did not see it that way.
But what I thought he would have said is (obviously he looks into the blogs of the negative comments that I see in the blogs from supporters). I have
a copy in my bag of some Bermudians—they are pictured there. Their names and their pictures are
there—and I will not repeat it because it is nasty what
they wrote about our Members on this side of the
House. I mean, it was nasty. And there is a picture
there and their names!

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know, it is almost
like it was the year before last when the Honourable
Member Zane De Silva, whilst we were Government,
brought a Bill here to take some powers away from
the Corporation of Hamilton—they marched on us. In
fact, the treatment that they gave the Honourable
Member Zane [De Silva] and his family in his car—I
saw it with my own two—well, four—eyes. Two
glasses and—
[Laughter]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I saw it myself! I saw it
myself and I do not know what restrained Zane or his
son from reacting.
An Hon. Member: Racial abuse.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: But this year or last
year they brought a Bill and took everything from the
Corporation. Nobody marched.
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An Hon. Member: Everything!
An Hon. Member: Exactly!
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Not a soul marched.
You know, Mr. Speaker, what is happening in
Bermuda right now is there is an unconscious bias by
a certain segment in this country toward people of
colour—and I am not talking about every white person. I am certainly not talking about every white person.
I will say it again. My grandmother was white.
So I know what she went through when she came to
this country, and they really do not know because the
statement that was made of the SAGE meeting at
Princess. I do not blame that lady. I am not going to
call her name, but she has an unconscious bias toward us, that we are inferior. And this happened way
back.
In fact, it was in 1807 that slave trade was
abolished in Britain. We did not get emancipation until
27 years later, but even when you have that there
were meetings going around this country that warned
your folks and my cousins to have apprenticeship to
get out of slavery. We are going to have to teach you
to live right. Well, they voted against that but some of
that other crowd was against it because they felt we
should learn how to come in society. In fact, they set
up education programmes at the lowest level for our
people, and some of them still think we are at that low
level; we do not understand what they are saying.
Mr. Speaker, we must come together because
I think most people in this country. We are coming
ahead quite a ways, socially. Socially we are coming—I think we are coming almost all the way. I am
not too concerned about social because even people
of the same races do not mix socially sometimes, and
that is okay. That is natural. Economically, we have
not come. Job-wise, we have not come.
An Hon. Member: That is right.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: They take one or two
of us and put us in a job and say, See?
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not in the Government sector because the Government is unionised. But it is—the latest survey,
2012/13, the disparity between the whites and blacks
is wider. So that has not changed. It is getting worse.
We must address it because we are hampered by finances. If the family does not have enough to feed
their family, there are going to be problems at home.
An Hon. Member: That is right.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And we wonder why
some of these kids are selling drugs and everything
else. I am not into that. I do not condone that, but I
understand it. I understand it.
And when we have companies in this country
who reported millions of dollars in profits—billions of
dollars in profits—and we’ve got people going hungry.
We’ve got people being evicted. And these banks in
Bermuda, they need to be addressed—Bob, cousin,
the Honourable Member—because in the United
States (and I have a document) in the United States
during the hard times, instead of them—for mortgages
on homes, they are lowering rates—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —and interest. Here it
is still the same.
An Hon. Member: That’s right.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Still the same. So we
just want one segment of this country to pay for everything. Government workers did not cause all the deficit
that we have—nor did the PLP. Now, I am not going
to stand here and say that we did the best job we
could in financing. No, I am not going to say that. But
we must come up with a plan because we have not
seen the plan yet on how long it is going to take us to
pay this debt off. Because we talk about all these
cuts—here, there and everywhere—We are going to
save this here. But, when are you going to pay the
debt off? How long are you going to take to pay it off?
That plan needs to be revealed and maybe the Finance Minister will reveal it next week. I do not know.

An Hon. Member: Tokenisms.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: It looks good. I am not
racist.
An Hon. Member: It is called the OBA.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: But it is an unconscious bias because they figure people of colour in
Bermuda cannot do anything right, they are corrupt,
and they are incompetent. We have to get out of that
nonsense. We must get out of that nonsense.
When we . . . we see it in the private sector
because of the disparity in income—it just widens. It is

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I have a balanced
budget.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: In 2014, we seem to
have some ways to go by today's session in this
House. I would encourage everybody in this House—if
you do not go to church, read the Bible. Read Proverbs and get some direction in your life, get some direction toward people. We are all God's children
whether we think so or not, and we are all made equal
despite the history. Despite the history we are all
made equal. Those on that side got to stop looking at
us like, Oh, well, they are all black over here and any-

Bermuda House of Assembly

696

14 February 2014

body that is white is dirty, because anybody that joins
us—Dr. [Barbara] Ball, Zane De Silva, Dennis Correia.
I can go on. Dorothy Thompson, I can go on.—
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[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Does he want the last word,
Mr. Speaker?

An Hon. Member: David Allen.
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: David Allen. All of a
sudden they become undesirable.

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Then I should like to.

An Hon. Member: Stuart Outerbridge.

The Speaker: All right. Just, just . . . yes.

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Stuart Outerbridge.

[Inaudible interjections]

An Hon. Member: Alex.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: All right, very well.

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Alex.

The Speaker: Carry on.

An Hon. Member: Alex Outerbridge.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, I was not going
to stand this evening but I have a number of observations about what has taken place during this debate
on the referendum
Point one: There was a disconnect based on
everything we have heard today between a number of
front bench Ministers on the OBA Government—there
was a disconnect amongst a number of front bench
OBA Ministers on how to proceed with the referendum. That has been clear—it has even been made
out of the mouths of Ministers who have spoken this
afternoon.
First to speak was the Honourable Dr. Gibbons—clearly, a referendum supporter. He made
many pronouncements just in the last half an hour that
up until December he was committed to the referendum track. I then heard the Honourable former Minister of Health and now-Minister of Public Works indicate that she had her heart fully supporting a referendum.
I know I have heard the Honourable Member
say both in private and in public [that] she was committed to a referendum. I believe that the Minister
Gordon-Pamplin was positive on referenda. I heard
her make private pronouncements to that point and I
said to myself, I wonder what the other Ministers—and
by the way, I always knew and Members of this Opposition always knew about this disconnect and divide
in the Opposition benches. There were Members who
supported the faster route of legislation and we know
that Ministers Dr. Gibbons, Ms. Gordon-Pamplin and
then the Minister of Finance, no less than the Minister
of Finance, have stood up and nailed his colours to
the mast.

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You know, because
they joined the PLP. That should not make anybody
unworthy of anything. That should not make anybody
unworthy . . . only in Bermuda.
We have to stop that because as long as we
have, where they do not trust us, we are going to have
a reciprocal attitude, and I do not want that. I mean, I
have seen so many reports and blogs about me . . .
people saying . . . because I do not know. I tell them, I
do not lose any sleep. I am going to sleep tonight. I
am going to go to sleep because we have those haters here—and that is what we need to do. I would like
to see this Government bring something to this House
to deal with those haters on those blogs because the
stuff they write about us—and I know they are down
there writing about me right now because I am speaking about them and that is okay.
An Hon. Member: Hate speech. Hate speech!
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: One day, one day
some people are going to react to that, and I hope not.
I hope not. But it has caused a lot of division in this
country and that is why people look at each other the
way they do, because of what they see on those
blogs, what they see they write about us—it is nasty,
Mr. Speaker, and we need to be trying to get together
here. The lead must come from here, you know, and
they have to stop, stop looking at us as everything
that we did and everything that we do is corrupt and
we are incompetent.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Premier.
Premier, you have the floor.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Point of order, if I
may.
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The Speaker: Yes.

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Exactly.

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I think the Honourable Member is unwittingly misleading the House.
There is no division. Everybody . . . Cabinet was on
board up until that particular date.

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: That was the recommendation!

The Speaker: Thank you and I heard that said.

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The recommendation
was not to forgo the referendum. The Honourable
Member said he read the memo!

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, they say this but
the evidence does not bear this out. The evidence
does not bear it out. Members have now spoken—the
Minister of Finance was the last to stand up and he
actually linked Dr. Gibbons and Ms. Gordon-Pamplin
as Ministers who were clearly for the referendum and
then, Mr. Speaker, what is say is the disconnect, is we
have the Learned and Honourable Member Mr.
Shawn Crockwell, Minister of Tourism and Transport,
commission a report that is contra, contra, a referendum route.
Now this is extraordinary. We have a Minister
of the Government who is largely the driver of the referendum, as Minister of Tourism, generating a report
that is completely contrary to a stated policy of referendum. And so there is a disconnect; there is a dysfunction taking place.

The Speaker: Thank you.

The Speaker: Thank you.
[Inaudible interjections]
An Hon. Member: Clearly, you are not reading the
same memo.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, I hear what the
Honourable Minister is saying. I know what I know.
And I heard my colleague the Shadow Justice Minister, the Shadow Attorney General also extricate from
that report—
The Speaker: I think that you have to take the Minister's word for what was in the report.

POINT OF CLARIFICATION
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker, or point of clarification.
The internal memo was not asked for to not
have a referendum. It was receiving the pros and cons
of not having a referendum.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: There is a distinct difference.
The Speaker: Absolutely.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I
thank the Honourable Minister. I have perused the
report and it is a distinction without a difference. What
I focused on was the recommendation in the report
that there be a fast-track or a route or a strategy to
avoiding or going around the referendum.
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order.
The Speaker: Yes, yes. We are . . . this is the same
thing—
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The recommendation in
the memo was to have a referendum.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: I do. I do.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I do take it. But what I am focusing on is that there should be and I would ask why
would there need to be a pro and con debate in any
event when for all intents and purposes several senior
Ministers of the Government were going for a referendum. As reflected by the fact that they brought a Bill to
the House.
But the point I am making, because I do not
want to lose much time on this, what I focused on in
that report was that there was a recommendation as
to—and a strategic advice in the report as to how to
go completely contrary to referendum. Why was that
necessary? Would it have not caused confusion? It
apparently did. It apparently did. Great confusion!
Great confusion, and showed dysfunction.
Why would the Minister of Tourism have
summoned this confusion? It resulted in this level of
confusion. You had the Honourable Minister of Public
Works and the Minister of Finance, no less, in their
own caucus and no doubt at the Cabinet, advising the
Premier and no doubt all Members around the table
that you dare not consider joining arms or forces with
the Opposition on this.
So there was internal sowing of doubt in the
mind—sowing of doubt by Ministers of the OBA as to
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not following the Opposition or joining with the Opposition to go the route of legislation. So to then turn and
say it was the Opposition's plan to undermine the
process when Members internally, internal opposition,
was clear from three senior Ministers—the Minister of
Finance, the Minister of Public Works and then Health
(well, I do not think Dr. Gibbons committed himself to
saying that he thought that to join with the Opposition
plan would be to fall into a trap)—so there was internal disagreement and strife generating doubt—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order.
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable
Member is misleading the House. There was no internal division and there was no internal strife respecting
it. The Cabinet was unanimous in our support for the
referendum.
The Speaker: You would think . . . Honourable Member I think that that has been made clear. And people,
even though everybody may have different positions
at a point, then at the end of the day they, if it is
agreed, you move one way and this is the way you go.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: The evidence does not bear
that out because—
[Inaudible interjections]
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The Speaker: Thank you. Premier?
POINT OF ORDER
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker. That is not true and I will qualify that.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: So as an attorney who looks
at yin and yang, looks at action and reaction, I have to
ask the question, What therefore if everybody was all
Kumbaya on the OBA benches were all ad idem and
are now insisting that they were today . . . I have to
ask the question, and the members of the public will
ask the question, What was the requirement and need
for the Premier to (what is it called?)—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —solicit and lobby a number
of senior Members of this bench? I have to ask the
question ,and the people will ask the question.
And it was done with such desperation. I have
no reason to doubt that the gentleman who sits to my
left, the Shadow Minister of Finance, was speaking
the truth when he said that the Premier of our country
made an offer to him of a contract to help solidify his
support for this. That is called desperation.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Now, why do I say all of this?
It begins with Ms. Gordon-Pamplin, Mr. Richards—

Hon. Michael J. Scott: —because there was this
desperation on the part of the Premier, the Honourable Craig Cannonier, to contact no less than three
Members of the Opposition to solicit their support for
the legislative route. There was desperation.
The very simple point I am making—and it
may be unfair to make the Honourable Minister—

[Gavel]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —Dr. Gibbons, all so far nailing their colours to the mast that they supported the
referendum.
[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Honourable Member.
Yes, Premier?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: There were no meetings
held to encourage people to not go to referendum.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
POINT OF ORDER

Hon. Michael J. Scott: We knew—it is a small country—we knew that there was division and that there
were others who supported going the route of legislation, and we have now the evidence that the Premier
of the country is soliciting and lobbying Members of
the Opposition for the legislative route.
And so the report that my, the honourable and
learned colleague, the Minister of Tourism, seeks to
have me properly represent—the report, I submit to
you, Mr. Speaker, helped to sow this level of confusion—

Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order. Three Members
have spoken on this side. The Honourable Premier
had asked Members on this side if they would forgo
the referendum. That is what took place, Mr. Speaker.
Bermuda House of Assembly
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Michael J. Scott: —because of its suggestion—
I mean, because of its recommendations.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Mr. Speaker, I have said
it before. The memo—they want to keep calling it a
report, but the memo—is dated April of 2013. I asked
for the internal advisor to provide a memo on the pros
and cons. He gave it to me. If you look at the memo . .
. and I have a copy and I will table the memo in this
Honourable House.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: We all can read it. Right?
Because it was addressed to me, Mr. Speaker. This
was my internal advisor. I asked him to do a memo for
me as the lead Minister. He was working for me. He
drafted—
[Inaudible interjections]
An Hon. Member: Where is he now?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: His contract is up!
He drafted the memo, I read it, my Permanent
Secretary got a copy, and that was it. It was never
shared—I did not share it with the Cabinet. It was for
my edification, Mr. Speaker.
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How is it that—here is another piece of confusion, Mr. Speaker. We heard a Minister stand on the
floor of this House not less than an hour ago say that
this consultant's report that had in it—
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: We have a report commissioned by a Minister of the Government which I have
heard a Minister today say that he was not aware of it,
when the report itself contained policy implications
that went to the heart of a major policy in this country.
And yet a Minister of the Government is saying he did
not share it and Ministers are saying they were not
aware of it. Minister Gordon-Pamplin said she became
aware of it through a reporter. Mr. Speaker, these are
confusing aspects of—this is a confusing scenario.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: This is a confusing scenario
and if I rise this afternoon for any reason it is to foreshadow and to strongly critique that this is unacceptable. This is confusion and it has produced a most
remarkable debate as to what really took place.
So much of it could have been avoided if
there would be honesty—and I cannot accept that a
report of this nature was not shared.
An Hon. Member: That is right.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Was not shared.
[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: So, Mr. Speaker, the very
point I am making . . . I am not making much of a point
about this report. But the point I am making is about
the confusion in your Government—the absolute confusion in the Government.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: It has been of concern to me
to hear this maddening confusion, and there has to be
a reason for it.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: And I am submitting to this
House and to the people that are listening that—
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: I am not trying to create anything. These are the simple facts. These are simple
facts.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: So this afternoon's debate—
Ms. Gordon-Pamplin indicated that she was concerned that we seek to and set out to see the Government fail. That is absolute nonsense.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: That is absolute nonsense.
The reason we are speaking this afternoon is because
there has been a plethora of evidence and events
from the Government side and Government benches
to cause us to comment adversely on the way that
you have been proceeding. That is where the concern
should be of the country and of Members of this Honourable House because the central goal is hotel building and stimulating in the investor a rational normal
policy of introducing gaming in our country so that we
can help to stimulate that investment.
Instead we have, Mr. Speaker, this confusion.
It is unacceptable and many of the—the role of the
leader of the country, the Premier, in it—the Premier
has been in it up to his (I say with the greatest of respect) up to his neck and has done very little to reduce the confusion. I regret to have to say that. But
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that is the position and it does not look well. Certainly,
this is not the Government's finest hour.
The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Premier.
Honourable Premier, you have the floor.
IN REPLY TO OPPOSITION LEADER’S PERSONAL
EXPLANATION
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back from the FCO, and we were wondering why in
the world we were not getting a response back from
them. So we proceeded on with the matter to seek out
mediation as an option. So if you would like to go and
interview the Governor (which you know it is his appointment) then why do you not go and do that? Because we have told you exactly what happened. The
recommendation was proceed with mediation and put
it in writing, and so we did.
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Certainly, today we have had some interesting
dialogue. Maybe that is the best way to put it. But I
think what I want to do first of all is clarify some important matters.
First, the Honourable Member, the Deputy
Opposition Leader, Derrick Burgess, said some very
encouraging words and I can share many of the sentiments that he shared, and this House would know
that I have throughout my tenure never called people
names, never talk about people in a derogatory way,
never accused people of wrongdoing but yet today we
hear a whole lot concerning the FCO matter. Mr.
Speaker, the Attorney General and I and the CS
[Cabinet Secretary] made a trip to London. We sought
legal counsel from Baroness Scotland on how do we
proceed concerning the matter of the DPP appointment and it was clear that we were advised that mediation was the best way forward.
[Inaudible interjections]
[Gavel]
The Speaker: I am going to ask Members to, please,
be respectful.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, we have to put up
with this constantly.
So, with that advice we then went and sat with
the FCO and shared that we believe that this was the
way forward and he, too, said, Put it in writing so that
we had something official. So the Attorney General
proceeded to put that in writing that we wished to proceed, and that from the FCO their recommendation
also was that that was a way to go concerning the
matter. And then we hear, Well, the Governor said the
FCO have not called for mediation. Well,, the FCO
may not have “called” for mediation because maybe
the Governor said, Well, I am not going to do it.
Have they asked the Governor what his
choice was? Yes, you can—
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: What you do not know . . .
you were not there and I am telling the public exactly
what happened, and we did not get a lot of response

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Go ahead and speak to
the Governor. You can speak to him. Go ahead and
speak to the Governor.
Now, you know, I have heard some rather
interesting things, and the Opposition Leader has certainly made it clear that he is clairvoyant and that he
can see these things and I would like to clarify that it is
th
the 14 month so I do not find many of these things
surprising.
From day one he has been calling out 14
months—the constant has been that we are demons
and we are part of the dark arts and that we are
wicked and that we are deceitful. That has been the
constant from day one. Pretty much. Yes, yes, yes. So
it does not come to anyone as a surprise to hear the
heckles and keckles continue to go on. But to impugn
Minister Crockwell and Pettingill and the Premier of
collaborating to do something is foolish. I have to say
that—foolish.
It makes no sense at all. Why am I going to go
to the Opposition and say, Oh well, this is what we
guys are going to do. You know, we are going to do
this or we are going to do that and we are going to do
this, while the whole time the one constant in this
House has been the deceitfulness that he has called
us. Why even trust somebody like that? It makes no
sense!
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No sense whatsoever, Mr.
Speaker.
An Hon. Member: Mental gymnastics.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mental gymnastics. So, Mr.
Speaker, let me talk about the sequence as to we
were committed as a Cabinet and as an OBA Government, too, going with the referendum. But, lo and
behold, Mr. Speaker, I had no need to call any of the
Opposition Members for anything. Yet I do know that
there have been several attempts trying to get many
of our Members to come across the floor.
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Some Hon. Members: Mm-hmm.
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Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: To put pressure on them,
and I can categorically say with factual information
that one of our Honourable Members, under a very
distressful situation, was encouraged to drop out or
come to the other side because of the circumstances
that was going on. The Honourable Opposition has
mentioned it. I am shocked that he would even bring it
up in this House about the fact that he was recorded.
Well, none of us told her to record—and that she is
wired.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: This is ridiculous, Mr.
Speaker! But I can tell you this—that I have heard
what that tape said.
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country. But it does reflect on how far the Opposition
Leader is willing to go when you start name-calling,
you are at your last resort! And everything that the
Honourable Members in this House, in this Government and the Cabinet have been doing to turn this
country around, to arrest the unemployment rate, the
effort that has taken to do that is tremendous.
To see that revenues are up and to see that
registrations for business is up in just one year, Mr.
Speaker! But yet we have to sit here and listen to the
dark arts and the clairvoyance of the Opposition
Leader. Where was his clairvoyance in December of
2012 when the election was called? Where was his
clairvoyance, Mr. Speaker, in all of these matters that
are going on right now that he could see what was
coming?
An Hon. Member: Still corrupt.

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Okay? And the wonderful
thing is this here, Mr. Speaker, I have heard many of
the Members over here say, Well, you know, I like the
Premier, you know, but . . . I like the Premier but. Well,
let me just say something, Mr. Speaker. I did not feel it
was in the best interest at what I had heard to allow
the public to hear it, because it is bad.
An Hon. Member: Mm-hmm.
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Still corrupt. You see? Still
corrupt. It behoves me—
Now, Mr. Speaker, let me explain to you. I had
no reason to call any of the Opposition for anything.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, no need to call. So let
me tell you why that call happened. Minister Crockwell
came to me and said he got a call from the Honourable Wayne Furbert and wanted to know (and I am
paraphrasing here) How come I not want to do away
with the referendum, basically, and us do a joint
statement in going for doing it in the House?

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: It is bad. I am going to say
it again—it is atrocious what I heard on that tape! The
things that were said—

POINT OF ORDER
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.

[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker, I will say it
again. The Honourable Member in this House—I did
not tell them to record that conversation. If there was
any stress being put on that Honourable Member, I
can clearly say from where I stand it was coming from
somewhere else. It was not coming from here. If it
was, Mr. Speaker, we would have put the tape out
there already!
An Hon. Member: But you would not have because it
is illegal.

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I believe the Opposition in a
statement said that Shawn Crockwell, the Honourable
Member, called me after I called him to clarify on—
An Hon. Member: After you called him.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Hold on, Mr. Speaker—
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Already! It is not illegal—
and he thinks we have not thought about that or
looked at that?

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I called the
Honourable Member on a Friday—you can confirm
that. He called me back on—

[Inaudible interjections]
An Hon. Member: So you did call him?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So, Mr. Speaker, I treat
everybody equal and I refuse to allow these kinds of
things to be put out there in the best interests of this

The Speaker: All right. Yes. All right.
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The Speaker: Honourable Member, you are taking
too long to get this—

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Point of clarification.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker—
The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Just point of clarification
because we are trying to remember—my recollection—I believe [it] was a Tuesday and I called you
back the Wednesday. That is my recollection.

The Speaker: You have got to . . . Let us continue on
with this.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I was just saying the Honourable Member—

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Oh. No.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Because it was leading to
the Friday, you wanted me—leading to the debate.

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not sitting down.
[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: All right. I think we have—
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not sitting down.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: No, no, we haven’t, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Well, quickly, please.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, on the Friday I
called the Honourable Member. He was not available.
He called me back on the Monday. That is what the
Premier is talking about. He called me back on the
Monday to clarify—I said to the Honourable Member,
you have to look at the actual wording of the referendum. Did I say that Honourable Member? Okay, he
agrees with that. I said to him did—and he already did
confirm—

The Speaker: Honourable Member—
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am not sitting down—what
is it Mr. Speaker?
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Please, sir. Quickly!
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I am talking. I
am talking.

The Speaker: So just a minute, what is the—
The Speaker: But I do not hear you.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Honourable Member, if you do not be
quiet you are going to be walking out of the House.

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, you do hear
me. You do hear me.
[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please take your
seat.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, with due respect—

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I am saying that the Honourable Premier as our leader said to earlier in the meeting in the sub-statement that I said to the Honourable
Shawn Crockwell, Did he speak to the Premier about
the meeting that him and our Leader had regarding
not having a referendum? He said to me—

[Crosstalk]

The Speaker: All right, all right. Thank you, Honourable Member. I think . . . I really . . . I thank you but I
do not understand you, Honourable Member.

The Speaker: Carry on.

[Laughter]

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: I said to the Honourable
Member, did his Premier speak to him about the
meeting with our Leader—that is what our Leader said
earlier—about having going with a—

The Speaker: Please, continue.

The Speaker: Please take your seat!

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I think that sums up my point right there.
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[Crosstalk]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: The point that I was getting
at, Mr. Speaker, that when the call was made he
wanted to know why I did not agree with having this
vote in the House—

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: —because he was not a
part of it. He was away.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: Yes?

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, that is not true.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, please!

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Honourable Premier—
everything he is saying is misleading this Honourable
House.

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That is not true.
The Speaker: All right, okay.
All right. Thank you. All right. Thank you.

The Speaker: Honourable Member—
POINT OF ORDER

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, a point of order. A point of order.
The Speaker: What is it? Quickly.
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: That is not true.
The Speaker: Okay, that is not true. Thank you.
Honourable Member, please, go on.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker, I am putting
the sequence in place.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Certainly Minister Crockwell said that I had rejected this proposal that had
been put on the table for us to come together.
Some Hon. Members: Aah!
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So I also listened on as
Minister Crockwell told me that there were some other
people involved in some kind of board maybe that
would be put together and a committee or something
of such sort that would be put together, and I sought
out to call those individuals and say, What is going
on? And that, Mr. Speaker, is what led to the reason
why I called the Deputy Opposition Leader and the
Shadow Finance Minister. That is why I called them!
Because I was trying to get clarification as to what in
the world was going on.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: I do not know how he can
point of order on this here—

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
My track record will show I have had no need
in prior times to call them. Why in the world out of the
dark blue would I all of a sudden call the Opposition
Members?
When this came to light I was like, Well, what
in the world is going on? And I sought to clarify the
matter and that is the sequence on why the phone call
was made, and then after that I went straight to our
Cabinet and said we need a sit down and have a chat
about what had just transpired.
I have been transparent with our Cabinet from
day one about what was going on, ensuring that they
were ahead of the step every single way. So to hear
all of this stuff about we are dividing—Mr. Speaker, I
can say right off the bat from day one, you know, it
was the Honourable Member Dr. Gibbons, he must be
the lawyer because of some paper of the past from
UBP days. Mr. Speaker, you know from the very getgo that I said it was time for the UBP to turn its lights
out, so I do not care about some paper that the UBP
did back some time ago—or some supposed paper
that was out there! That paper does not mean anything to the OBA. Nothing whatsoever!
[Desk thumping]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Nothing! And I like the fact
that the Deputy Opposition Leader—
An Hon. Member: Point of order.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: —was saying, you know,
Well, yes, you know, we have been casting aspersions on some of the white Members amongst the
PLP. Well, what about the aspersions about black
Members of the OBA?
Some Hon. Members: Whoa!
[Desk thumping]

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker?
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An Hon. Member: Sit down, brother. Sit down,
brother.
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[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: One day it is—Dr. Gibbons
is the leader, Honourable Member. Another day it is
the Deputy Leader, my brother here, "Milkman," as we
call him—I should not call him that—but Honourable
[Member] Dunkley. Now we are hearing, Oh, well, it
must be the Minister Senator Fahy that must be the
leader. This is coming from the clairvoyance of the
Opposition Leader, Mr. Speaker! Yes, the clairvoyance of the Opposition Leader.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So what needs to happen
is a step-up for sure. As I hear the Opposition Leader
interpolating on the other side. Yes, step it up because at the end of the day, Mr. Speaker, this is making nonsense.

[Inaudible interjections]

An Hon. Member: Talk to the hand, brother.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Now we have to go ask
somebody else!

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Just makes no sense
whatsoever.

An Hon. Member: You need to take a break.

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: My goodness. So, Mr.
Speaker, all of this—

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So at the end of the day,
Mr. Speaker—there is a thing called signal-to-noise
ratio and if you think about your AM/FM radio and you
are trying to get on to that signal there is a lot of noise
around the actual signal. What happens is you cannot
signal in on the actual signal if the noise is too loud.
An Hon. Member: Yes, yes.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So I am hearing a lot of
noise. Noise, Mr. Speaker! Accusations, Mr. Speaker!
Wake up in the morning, Mr. Speaker, and find myself
being purported to be, you know, on some spa treatment—
An Hon. Member: Whoa!
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: By an Honourable Member
from the Upper House.

An Hon. Member: Did you offer a contract?
An Hon. Member: Nonsense!

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Yes, yes, yes. And they
keep going about some offer. I asked for clarification
of the Honourable Member on, you know, this whole
thing about being able to vote in proxy. You do not
know anything about it? How can that work?
An Hon. Member: That is what you called him down
there for?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, that is not what we
called him down there for. We called them down there
(as I have said already) for clarification on the supposed committee that the Honourable Wayne Furbert
was talking about that he was on and that Honourable
Members were on.
POINT OF ORDER
[Impugning Integrity]

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Oh, this is what the Premier is doing! This is coming from Honourable Members of the House of Assembly, Mr. Speaker! Personal attacks!

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Point of order! Mr. Speaker,
point of order.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, I will not let
that Honourable Member, the Premier, impugn my
integrity.

An Hon. Member: Just like you! Just like you.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Mr. Speaker, I am not surprised because we saw that before the election—
personal attacks on our female Members, Mr.
Speaker.
An Hon. Member: Yes.

The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member.

The Speaker: What is he—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Wayne L. Furbert: Mr. Speaker, let me just say,
the Minister knows that he and I corresponded on De-
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cember 14 on a text message. I have no problem
releasing that text message to the Honourable House
on the content of that article.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you Member.
Premier? Please.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
There was no need for me, Mr. Speaker, to
call the Opposition Leader to have a meeting. I received a text, Can we meet—
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ments and the like. All of us in this room, if you go
back one generation or another, were imported into
this Island from foreign blood! There was no indigenous Bermuda, Mr. Speaker. None whatsoever!
We just celebrated the wonderful life of one
MP Member in this House in Louise Jackson who was
an American who came here and took up the cause of
Bermuda. I can point right around this room here,
some Members who were not even born in Bermuda!
[Crosstalk]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So all I have to do is look
at the past Premiers and say, Oh, well, the past Premiers married foreigners.

An Hon. Member: Ooh!
An Hon. Member: Yes.
An Hon. Member: You received it?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Oh, yes. I received the
text.
POINT OF CLARIFICATION
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of clarification. Mr.
Speaker, is the Honourable Premier referring to me?
That he received a text from me to meet when I am in
Miami on paternity leave expecting my daughter to be
born? Is he talking about me?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
No, that is not the meeting that I was talking about. I
am talking about the meetings that you said that you
had with me in privacy—the meetings that you said,
Well, I do not have no wires on—those meetings that
you referred to. I said that “you” called the meeting.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So what is with this antiforeign blood thing? All the noise about, you know, we
have to improve this country and the like—the only
way we are going to improve the GP of this country is
to get more people in here. And, Mr. Speaker, let me
qualify that—our birth rate is declining constantly!
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Mr. Speaker, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The Member is misleading
this House. What is this talk about anti-foreigner, antiblood thing?
[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: All right. All right. Thank you.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Really?
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Exactly! Deny it!

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: We on this side are proBermudian—

[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: All right. Thank you.

The Speaker: Premier. Premier, speak to the Chair.

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: —and not anti-foreigner.—

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: So, Mr. Speaker, you
know, this is all a bunch of noise and I am reminded of
back a long time ago there was a lot of noise in Bermuda. A lot of noise in Bermuda. The early settlers
were afraid to put their feet on these wonderful pink
sand beaches and they called it the Devil's Isle.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: —Stop with the OBA AngloSaxon talking point!

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That made a lot of sense.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Interesting how history
repeats itself. Just unbelievable—the noise. And we
hear all kinds of noise out there of anti-foreign senti-

The Speaker: Finish up.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member!

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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You know, we have all of this noise that is
going on out there. The only way we are going to
move this country forward is to get more people here
because we are dying as a people. We cannot sustain
the standard of living that we had because we truly
are, from the statistics, dying as a nation. We need to
get more people in here. Mix up the blood. It is healthy
to do that. All I have to do is look around the room and
look and say we have been mixing up blood for some
time now.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: For some time!
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The Speaker: You have one minute, Premier.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: That is all right. All kinds of
political noise but I think the point has been made, Mr.
Speaker. Enough of the nonsense.
You know, my Honourable Member, the Attorney General, always says, Do not let the truth get in
the way of a good story. We have heard some good
stories here. But one thing we will move forward with
is moving this country successfully forward. That is
why we can boast that we have seen revenues up.
That is why we can boast that unemployment has
gone down. That is why we can boast that registrations of businesses in this country have gone up.

An Hon. Member: Your time is up.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: My time is up.
So, you know, Mr. Speaker, one of the things
that I have learned about noise is that it will always be
there. But what do you do with it? You have to listen
for the signal. And so very rarely, Mr. Speaker, will
you see me get up and speak like this, but if I have to
I will.
An Hon. Member: Mm-hmm.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And this Cabinet that is in
this room and the Honourable Members of this Government know exactly who their leader is; however,
the Opposition from day one, having gotten over their
clairvoyance, still trying to find, Well, who is saying
what? I know they have issues with my management
style. But guess what? We had enough of the dictatortype style already. That is why Bermuda voted differently.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Oh, yes, crime is down,
Mr. Speaker. And let me just be very clear, I have
never in this House of Assembly not attributed to Opposition the good that they have done. Never! I have
always taken it into consideration but after today—this
nonsense that I have heard today has just brought this
whole House to a new level. And we need to raise it,
Mr. Speaker. So I thank you for this opportunity. We
will continue to do what is in the best interests of this
country and ensure that we do it honourably and with
integrity.
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: The House is adjourned to Friday, Febst
ruary the 21 .

POINT OF ORDER
[Gavel]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of order, Mr. Speaker
The Speaker: And Members, just wait until the
Speaker leaves the House. We are losing all of it.
Completely losing it.

The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Dictator style? Dictator?

[Laughter and crosstalk]
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: All right. Yes. I don’t think you—you
object to that, obviously. And that is appreciated. You
object to that.

[At 8:41 pm, the House stood adjourned until
10:00 am, Friday, 21 February 2014.]

[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Is my time up? Is my time
up? Is my time up? The question really is, Mr.
Speaker, is the Opposition Leader's time up? They
need to look very closely at their leadership because
we lead by consensus here. So, here we go. Backyard noise, you know, all kinds of political noise.
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Ministry of Tourism Development & Transport
Parliamentary Questions
Responses by
The Honourable Shawn Crockwell JP, MP
To questions tabled by
The Hon. Wayne Furbert JP, MP
for
th
14 February, 2014

Q1.

Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House of the compensation
package for the CEO of the Tourism Authority?

A1.

The Bermuda Tourism Authority (BTA) became effective on 19th December, 2014.
The BTA is a semi-autonomous entity and operates using a private sector business
model very similar to other quasi Authorities and Agencies. The BTA enabling
legislation the Bermuda Tourism Authority Act 2013 has provisions to ensure a
copy of the annual report and annual statement of accounts is laid before both
Houses of the legislature.

The BTA will comply with and adhere to the International Public Sector
Accounting Standards commonly referred to by the acronym PSAS. These
standards are based on International Financial Reporting Standards (IFRS).

There is no requirement under PSAS to report executive compensation separately;
even on a consolidated basis.

Q2.

Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House the total monies
spent on the More Pink Bermuda campaign?

A2.

The total monies spent on the More Pink Bermuda campaign was $232,443.58.

Q3.

Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House of the top 3 vendors
and their total remuneration in relation to the More Pink Bermuda campaign?

A3.

Please see the related details below.

Vendor Name
AAC
Great Sound
Circa Promotions, Inc

Remuneration
$182,301.40
$9,742.00
$8,719.57

Government of Bermuda
Ministry of Education and Economic Development
Parliamentary Questions
Responses by
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons, JP, MP
To questions tabled by
Mr. Glenn Blakeney, JP, MP
for
14th February, 2014

Q1.

Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House of the names of the
companies that have applied for a licence under section 114B of the Companies Act
during the year 2013?

A1.

Please refer to Annex 1.

Q2.

Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House the names of the
companies that have received a licence under section 114B of the Companies Act during
the year 2013?

A2.

Please refer to Annex 2.
Kindly note that the information provided in Annex 1 and 2 is publicly available from the
Registrar of Companies.

Government of Bermuda
Ministry of Health and Environment

Written Responses by the
Hon. Trevor Moniz, JP, MP, Minister of Health and Environment
To Questions raised by
Mr. Zane De Silva, JP, MP
Shadow Minister of Health and Environment
On 4 February, 2014

PARLIAMENTARY OUESTIONS

1.

Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House of the current status
of the National Health Plan?

A1.

The Ministry of Health and Environment has recently completed a series of
meetings which were designed to identify those issues which are the most pressing
for Bermuda's health system. As we now move forward to identify solutions and
make plans for implementing those solutions, the work done by many of the “Task
Groups” under the previously proposed National Health Plan will be useful as
sources of data.

Government of Bermuda
Ministry of Public Works

To:

The Hon. Dennis Lister, JP, MP
Shadow Minister of Quangos

FROM:

The Hon. Patricia Gordon-Pamplin, JP, MP
Minister of Public Works

DATE:

February 13, 2014

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS
1.
Will the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House of the number of
clients that were evicted from BHC Properties during the following years: 2011, 2012, and 2013?
Response:

The numbers of evictions from BHC properties for the specified years are:
• 2011 = 9
• 2012 = 6
• 2013 = 4

Government of Bermuda
Ministry of Home Affairs

Office of the Junior Minister

TO:

The Hon. Walter Roban, JP, MP
Shadow Minister of Home Affairs

FROM:

The Hon. Sylvan Richards, JP, MP
Junior Minister of Home Affairs

DATE:

February 10, 2014

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS

Q1: Would the Honourable Minister please provide this Honourable House with the number of
masons, plumber and carpenters who are on work permits as of January 31st 2014?
Response 1.
The Department of Immigration advised that as of January 31st 2014, there were 56 Carpenters,
143 Masons and 23 Plumbers on work permits.
Q2: Would the Honourable Minister please provide this Honourable House with the number of
masons, plumbers and carpenters who are registered as unemployed with the Department of
Workforce Development as of January 31st 2014?
Response 2.
Herewith the number of masons, plumbers and carpenters who are registered as unemployed
with the Department of Workforce Development as of January 31, 2014. Please note that the
Department of Workforce Development advised that individuals that are unable to be contacted
are mainly due to telephone numbers being out of service.

Trade
Masons
Plumbers
Carpenters

Total Unemployed
Register
30
9
8

Unable to Contact
Individuals
21
7
3

Sincerely,

The Hon. Sylvan D. Richards, JP, MP
Junior Minister of Home Affairs

Verified by
Telephone
9
2
5

Government of Bermuda
The Cabinet Office

Parliamentary Questions

Responses by
The Honourable Premier

To questions tabled by
The Hon. Marc Bean, JP, MP
for
14th February, 2014

Q1.

Would the Honourable Premier please inform this Honourable House the number of
established positions (by Ministry) that became vacant from December 18, 2012- January
31, 2014?

A1.

The Honourable Premier regrets to advise that we have not been able to complete
the compilation of the data to respond to the question posed. Given the structure of
our systems, we are not able to easily extract data in the form requested. We will
continue to address this issue and will provide a response as soon as possible.

Q2.

Would the Honourable Premier inform this Honourable House with the number of
established positions (by Ministry) filled by permanent appointment between December
18, 2012 - January 31, 2014?

A2.

The Honourable Premier regrets to advise that we have not been able to complete
the compilation of the data to respond to the question posed. Given the structure of
our systems, we are not able to easily extract data in the form requested. We will
continue to address this issue and will provide a response as soon as possible.

Q3.

Would the Honourable Premier inform this Honourable House the number of temporary
employees (by Ministry) hired between December 18, 2012 - January 31, 2014?

A3.

The Honourable Premier regrets to advise that we have not been able to complete
the compilation of the data to respond to the question posed. Given the structure of
our systems, we are not able to easily extract data in the form requested. We will
continue to address this issue and will provide a response as soon as possible.

Government of Bermuda
The Cabinet Office

Parliamentary Questions
Responses by
The Honourable Premier
To questions tabled by
The Hon. Terry Lister, JP, MP
for
14th February, 2014

Q1.

Would the Honourable Premier please inform this Honourable House of the specific
categories of costs, including personnel costs, and the dollar totals for each category
projected for the Referendum on Gaming, which was withdrawn by the Government and
announced at a Press Conference on Friday, December 13th, 2013?

A1.

The specific categories of costs, and the dollar totals for each were as follows:

Q2.

Would the honourable Premier inform this Honourable House of the projected monetary
costs expected to be spent on educating the Bermuda public on the benefits of Gaming for
Bermuda?

A2.

The projected monetary costs of educating the Bermuda public on the benefits of
gaming are approximately $2,200 from the Ministry of Tourism Development and
Transport, enhanced by additional funding from the independent Bermuda
Tourism Authority.
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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
14 FEBRUARY 2014
The Speaker: Good morning, Honourable Members.

They expect this to be done while MPs maintain respect, dignity and decorum in the House. I challenge us to live up to that standard. We must raise the
standard.
I will ask Members to bear in mind Erskine
1
May’s dictum, that “‘good temper and moderation are
characteristics of Parliamentary language.’ It is important that exercise of the privilege of free[dom] speech
is tempered with responsibility.”
Finally, Members, during the next week, I will
be speaking with individual MPs in my Chamber regarding conduct in this House. Thank you.

Some Hon. Members: Good morning!
An Hon. Member: How are you this morning?
The Speaker: I am doing very well, thank you.
Members should have received the Minutes of
th
the 14 of February 2014. Are there any objections to
those Minutes? Any corrections?
If not, then the Minutes are confirmed.
[Minutes of 14 February 2014 confirmed]

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE
The Speaker: There are none.

PAPERS AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Minister of
Finance. Minister Bob Richards, you have the floor.
Minister?

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR
The Speaker: There are none.

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER
OR MEMBER PRESIDING

BERMUDA 2013 ECONOMIC REVIEW
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to lay before the
Honourable House for the information of the Honourable House the Bermuda 2013 Economic Review.

The Speaker: I have one very brief announcement to
make this morning. It is as follows . . .
The Speaker is speaking, Honourable Member. You do not want to hear the Speaker? I would
rather not do without you, Honourable Member. I
would rather not do it without you. I love for all Honourable Members to be here that are present.

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Are there any objections to that report being
laid?
There are none. So we have got the Bermuda
2013 Economic Review for all Members.

[Pause]

The Speaker: There are no petitions.

PETITIONS

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS
AND JUNIOR MINISTERS

DECORUM IN THE HOUSE
The Speaker: Thank you.
The people of Bermuda elected us as Parliamentarians to provide leadership in meeting the tough
challenges facing Bermuda and developing solutions
so that they can maintain, and hopefully improve, their
quality of life.

1

“Revitalising the Chamber: The Role of the Back Bench Member”–
Select Committee on Modernisation of the House of Commons
(June 20, 2007)
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The Speaker: We recognise the Honourable Minister
for Finance, Minister E. T. Richards, who will give the
Estimates of Review and Expenditure for the 2014/15
year.
Minister Richards, you have the floor. Put your
microphone on.

BUDGET STATEMENT 2014/15
STATEMENT IN SUPPORT OF THE ESTIMATES OF
REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker and Honourable Members of the House
of Assembly, it is a privilege as Minister of Finance to
present the Government’s 2014/15 Budget Statement,
the second since the One Bermuda Alliance assumed
responsibility for the governance of Bermuda.
This Budget is not just numbers, but instead
represents a multiyear mission to restore economic
security and prosperity to the people of Bermuda. I
say “multiyear” because it will take time to reverse the
downward economic and budgetary trends we inherited in December 2012. That is a simple statement of
fact.
We cannot stop the momentum behind massive Government deficits overnight, nor eliminate the
weight of public debt with a single cheque, nor fully
restore confidence in Bermuda as a place to do business, with one presentation.
What we can do, and what we are doing, is
implementing a broad programme of change to equip
Bermuda to perform, grow and thrive in today’s
world—a world, I might add, that will bury us if we do
not change the way we do business, both as a Government and as a country.
The simple reality for Bermuda today is this:
The status quo is the enemy. If we do not change,
there will be no improvement. If we do not change, we
will only get more of the same, which is not what this
Government wants, nor, I am sure, what the Bermudian people want.
Our aim is to grow the economy to get our
people back to work. Our aim is to end, once and for
all, an era of carelessness that debilitated the public
purse and cast the pall of unemployment over thousands of lives and the many more who depend on
them.
Everything depends on our success in rebuilding the economy. In doing so, we give ourselves the
means to build a better society that cares for the sick,
pays pensions, paves roads, maintains good schools
and supports the level of public safety that we need—
a society, in short, that makes it possible to achieve
social and economic equity for all, leaving no one behind. Without the means, these lofty objectives are
mere empty words.
This Budget continues the work we started in
2013—improving conditions for the hiring of Bermudi-
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ans, imposing strong measures to control Government
spending, eliminating red tape to facilitate investments
and setting up new avenues to grow the economy.
Our detractors like to say we are putting business before people, but nothing could be further from
the truth. New jobs for people are created by growing
businesses. Bermuda is starting to move in the right
direction, but we have miles to go and dangers are
everywhere, both here on the Island and abroad.
Confidence — Turning the corner
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, a few years
ago at budget time, during my formal remarks on behalf of the then-Loyal Opposition, I spoke about confidence and its importance to the overall economic
strength of a country. We said that confidence was
like the wind, an invisible, yet powerful, force whose
presence could fill the sails and propel a ship forward,
but whose absence would leave the vessel stalled and
unable to manoeuvre. In practical economic terms,
lack of confidence causes people not to spend, not to
invest, not to take chances. People with no confidence
plan not to stay, but to leave. They plan not to buy, but
to sell. They decide to move their money out, not in.
When this Government was elected on Deth
cember 17 , 2012, the confidence in Bermuda as a
place to do business, as well as a place to live, was at
a low ebb. One of our priorities was to turn that sentiment around. My colleagues and I moved with speed,
meeting with local and overseas audiences to restore
confidence in Bermuda. We spoke about our commitment to create an environment that encourages private sector growth and its importance to the creation
of new and sustainable jobs. We said Bermuda was
open for business, ready to make things work, and
took definitive actions to make it happen.
Evidence suggests we are turning the tide insofar as confidence is concerned. The latest Omnibus
survey for the fourth quarter of 2013 showed a Consumer Confidence score of 83, up 21 points in 12
months from just prior to the 2012 General Election.
The survey also showed that satisfaction with Government had returned to high levels seen earlier in the
year, driven by the impression that it was making a
difference.
This improvement in perception can have a
real impact on economic activity and job creation.
New jobs come from the expansion of existing private
enterprises or from the spawning of new enterprises
whose founders and investors are now willing to take
that chance to start a new business, whether it is a
new reinsurance business or a new carpentry business.
Before an entrepreneur decides to start a new
business, or expand an existing one, he or she must
weigh the risks of that decision against the possible
rewards. No one can eliminate all risks, but reducing
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or eliminating some of those risks is something the
Government can have a significant impact on.
This Government has reduced the risk that
businesses will be prevented from keeping or obtaining the intellectual capital they need to compete. We
have reduced the risk of expanding expensive Government red tape. We have reduced the risk of mismanagement of public finances. And, as a Government that has emphasised pragmatism, we have reduced the risk that decisions are made for ideological
or political reasons as opposed to practical economic
reasons.
Mr. Speaker, Figure 1 shows the number of
unemployed persons in Bermuda. There is a gap in
2011 because the survey was not conducted that
year. Nevertheless, the fall in unemployment is an
encouraging indicator that we are turning the corner
as it relates to the Bermuda economy. Obviously, we
have a long way to go to getting people back to work,
but the trend is encouraging.
Figure 2 shows the number of local companies incorporated in 2013, another encouraging trend.
Note that local companies are more likely to be employing people than exempted companies. However,
exempted incorporations were also up in 2013.
Government’s own internal data, shown in
Figure 3, are also encouraging: Payroll taxes were up
marginally, to $329 million in 2013/14, from $328 million the year before. Also, customs duties were up by
$28 million, or 16 per cent, compared to 2012/13.
Other than a 10 per cent increase in the duty rates for
cigarettes, beer, wine and spirits in the Customs Tariff, Government did not raise the rates on either of
these taxes, so these increases suggest an improving
tone in the economy.
There are other indicators of increasing economic activity. Figure 4 shows the number of containers crossing the Bermuda frontier over a 12-year period. The number of containers represents the volume
of imports rather than their value; therefore, it is a
broad indicator of consumer and capital demand. The
number of containers increased by 118, or 7 per cent,
in 2013 versus 2012.
When looking at the trends in GDP, we still do
not see evidence of recovery, in Figure 5. Preliminary
data point to a further decline in GDP for 2013.
In Figure 6, Retail Sales show a mixed story,
with the index bottoming out in 2011, with an apparent
rebound in 2012, faltering slightly in 2013. We believe
that much of the movement in these economic indicators is due to winds of confidence beginning to reinflate our economic sails.
This is a good start, but in and of itself it is not
enough. There must be follow-through. While people
are feeling better about Bermuda, they are waiting for
further signs of progress in international business and
tourism growth, in infrastructure development, and in
Government deficit and debt reduction. Major tangible
evidence on these fronts must be achieved to dispel
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lingering doubts that Bermuda is indeed firmly on the
road to recovery. In short, Mr. Speaker, we still have
much work to do.
It’s still tough out there
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, despite the
early signs of the long economic nightmare coming to
an end, the Government is fully aware that day-to-day
life is still very tough out there for Bermudians. The
good old days, when someone could quit a job and
walk across the street and find another are a distant
memory. There are still too many of our countrymen
and women looking for work without success.
Bermudians surely have read media reports
about how the median income of Bermudians is one
of the highest in the world. While I do not dispute
those numbers, it is easy to draw the wrong conclusions. Those numbers do not take into account the
gap between the haves and the have-nots, nor do
they take in the cost of living in this Island (i.e., the
purchasing power of dollars earned in Bermuda).
Comparing incomes between countries without adjustments for purchasing power is a relatively meaningless exercise.
The reality is the average income of Bermudians has waned along with their purchasing power.
Clearly, we are still worse off economically than we
were, say, six years ago. As I have stated numerous
times in this Honourable House, the only way to reduce the gap between the haves and have-nots is to
cause the overall economic pie to grow.
Even though insurance and reinsurance has
been relatively solid throughout all our long recession,
the economic model is changing and, therefore, the
job-creating machine of years gone by is no longer as
strong as it once was. There has also been job contraction in other areas of financial services.
The construction sector has not recovered
from previous levels of activity. The new hospital project has provided some relief, but this is now coming
to an end. The opportunities for small entrepreneurs in
this sector have been severely reduced over the past
five years. Also, jobs in the retail and hospitality sectors have not experienced much growth in the last five
years.
There are too many Bermudians struggling at
a subsistence standard of living and needing Government Financial Assistance to get by. In fact, cash
grants for Financial Assistance have skyrocketed in
recent years and now have become a major Government budget issue for the first time. The trajectory of
this trend in Financial Assistance is unsustainable and
has to be addressed.
Last year, with Cabinet Ministers having taken
a 10 per cent pay cut, Government called on Bermudians to embrace the spirit of shared sacrifice for
the common good. We initiated talks with the public
service unions in this regard, and during the summer
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reached an historic agreement in which public sector
workers agreed to take an unpaid furlough day each
month to help reduce the cost of running the Government. The agreement resulted in a 4.6 per cent pay
reduction for public sector employees. Government is
very pleased and grateful that our staff have recognised the magnitude of the financial crisis facing the
public sector and that they are pitching in to help resolve the situation. There remains much more work to
be done before Government finances are normalised,
but the agreement with the workers is a good start.
Mr. Speaker, despite the long recession, the
cost of living remains stubbornly high. During our discussions with the unions, their spokesmen pointed out
the continuing challenges their members faced with
the cost of food, the cost of electricity and the cost of
banking services, such as loans and mortgages.
While all of these goods and services are provided by
private sector entities and are, therefore, not directly
under the control of Government, we had already recognised that these concerns were legitimate and
promised to initiate discussions with the suppliers of
these goods and services.
We were pleased when major supermarkets
agreed to expand food cost relief by increasing the
discount, on “Discount Wednesday,” from 5 per cent
to 10 per cent. We understand that this action has
been well received by price-conscious shoppers.
However, the other two areas, namely, banking and
electricity, are matters of ongoing discussion. Mr.
Speaker, I will come back to these sectors later on in
this Statement.
Mr. Speaker, many Bermudians are feeling
frustrated, and there is a growing sense of impatience.
Not only are people sick and tired of these difficult
conditions, they are sick and tired of being sick and
tired. As a Government, we too wish conditions would
improve more quickly, but underneath it all, we recognise that things will not improve on their own. They will
only improve if we strive together to make them better.
We cannot continue to do things the same old way
and expect a better outcome.
Cuts and growth—Why we must have spending
cuts
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, the OBA is
following a two-track policy to achieve economic recovery, reform and renewal. The first track is to enact
policies to grow the economy, and the second track is
to take actions to control and reduce Government
spending.
Some observers have suggested that we can
simply grow our way out of our fiscal challenges, without resorting to spending cuts and with better efficiencies. Mr. Speaker, we cannot just rely on growth. It is
imperative we do all we can to grow the economy and
cut back the cost of Government. And it is vital that we
do both at the same time.
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Let us take a look at the growth-only hypothesis. What if we did take the approach of concentrating
on growing the economy, and by extension, Government revenues, as opposed to cutting costs? Let us
examine a few facts.
The highest annual revenue figure in the history of the Bermuda Government was $990 million.
This was achieved in 2010/11, and then only because
of the ill-fated payroll tax increase, which was rolled
back the next year. A more realistic figure for maximum revenues is $951 million in 2008. If you allow for
inflation, that figure rises to $956 million, as estimated
in Government’s Medium Term Expenditure Framework. We estimate it would take three years to get to
that total, based on a number of assumptions, certainly four years to get to the $990 million peak.
In the meantime, if we did nothing about
spending, currently at $1.112 billion, absence of costcutting would see a deficit of about $300 million each
year for, say, four years, increasing public debt by
another $1.2 billion. Add that to the debt we already
owe, and we are looking at $4 billion in public debt in
four years. And we still would not have balanced the
budget, even if we reached our peak revenue level of
$990 million.
Of course, this simplified analysis assumes
we can press a button and create economic growth
that will grow revenues to levels never before
achieved. It is a fantastic assumption, and a dangerous one at that. The approach of concentrating solely
on growing revenues by way of overall economic
growth is just not realistic.
Therefore, we must have a two-track policy
that grows the economy and, at the same time, reduces Government costs in order to restore our fiscal
health.
Key elements of economic growth
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, just another
word or two on growth. Bermuda has experienced a
very significant decline in population over the last five
years. The debate over exact numbers of people we
have lost is a distraction from a very important economic truth. It is a simple expression: Change in GDP
= Change in Population + Change in Productivity.
This simple expression shows that it is virtually impossible to grow GDP with a shrinking population unless there is some game-changing jump in productivity, as happened with the invention of the Internet. Without a game-changer, we have to depend on
incremental growth in population and small increases
in productivity to grow GDP.
Therefore, population growth is an important
component of economic growth. The simple truth is, to
grow the Bermuda economy we have to increase the
resident population. Biologically, we are not growing
fast enough to even sustain our population. And even
if somehow Bermuda started its own baby boom, it
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would take too long to have any timely economic impact. The only alternative is to import people.
The right policy is to attract people who bring
lots of capital to our shores. And by that I mean financial capital and/or intellectual capital. This is a crucial
element in creating growth, jobs and opportunity in the
Bermuda economy. In former times, immigration policies were about protection—hence, the name of the
Act, the Immigration and Protection Act. Today, immigration policy is a central component of economic policy and must be seen as that by Bermudians. To allow
the Bermuda economy to grow, immigration policy
must be liberalised to allow easier entry of persons
with financial and/or intellectual capital to fuel the recovery of our economy.
60/40
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, perhaps
living on a small island in the middle of the ocean
means the fear of being overwhelmed by outsiders is
in our DNA. Those who want to hold on to protectionist rules appeal to that fear. But the facts speak for
themselves. Historically, foreign participation in Bermuda, both by way of capital and people, is what
helped Bermuda grow from a sleepy, isolated community to a highly developed, sophisticated country.
The infrastructure for tourism, for example—the airport, the hotels, hotel management expertise and, of
course, the tourists themselves—were all foreign
sourced. And then there is international business—
surely, the term speaks for itself.
The bottom-line fact is that a successful and
vibrant Bermuda economy, which Bermudians want to
participate in, cannot occur without the participation of
the outside world. And yet we have rules such as the
60/40 ownership rules that hinder the inflow of investments that are needed today to power recovery
that can restore hope, opportunity and jobs for our
people. The truth is the 60/40 rules were established
by the old oligarchy to protect their own interests, to
enable them to retain their position of economic dominance. So the sources of the calls for the retention of
the 60/40 rule are most ironic.
Mr. Speaker, consider where we would be if
we retained 60/40 in telecommunications. Our infrastructure would not be up to date and would be absurdly expensive. Consider where we would be if we
still retained 60/40 when the financial crisis of 2008
struck. Our banking system would have surely collapsed, and the Bermuda economy along with it.
Today’s Bermuda needs capital to recover,
and there is only one place to get it: from outside
Bermuda. So, people who try to stir up the fear of being overwhelmed by foreigners do so only for political
gain.
Mr. Speaker, Bermudians have a choice: Either we acquire the fuel we need from abroad to
power ourselves back to growth and prosperity, or we
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allow political demagogues to trap us with our own
fears. This Government chooses growth and prosperity, not fear and stagnation.
Financial independence
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, Bermuda
has long been proud of its financial independence. We
pay our own way, and we receive aid from no one.
The English poet John Donne wrote: “No man is an
island.” But in today’s globalised economic world, no
island is an island either. In today’s globalised world,
no nation, no matter how large or small, is completely
financially independent. However, the fact that Her
Majesty’s Government has no say in how much we
spend or what we spend it on, or how much we tax or
what form of taxation we choose, or how much we
borrow or who we borrow from, is unique among
Overseas Territories and something of which we
should be justly proud.
But there is a catch. Our financial independence does not mean that we can do what we like.
There are limits. If we are perceived to have lost control of our fiscal affairs, we stand to lose that financial
independence. If we do not manage our fiscal challenges successfully, I guarantee somebody else will.
And the somebody (or somebodies) will not care
about Bermudians and the standard of living we have
become accustomed to. They will not care about our
pensions, or our property values, or our collective
bargaining agreements, or our trips.
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. Other Atlantic
basin islands, both Overseas Territories and independent nations have lost their financial independence. Outside entities call the shots, either Her Majesty’s Government or supranational financial institutions.
Any island that trades with the outside world is
subject to judgments of its larger trading partners.
Those that have high levels of debt will be subject to
the judgments of the global credit markets. Unfavourable judgments can result in the shutting off of the
credit tap. For example, an island nation we are all
familiar with had a $500 million bond issue withdrawn
in 2013 due to lack of interest on the part of investors;
now they are in the unfriendly arms of the IMF, the
International Monetary Fund. Credit markets are
hyperaware of the risks posed by large external debts
owed by small countries with few, if any, natural resources. So it is vital that we get back to being smart
and prudent in how we manage our affairs.
The only thing we have to back our debt with
is our ability to trade favourably with the rest of the
world while also managing our own fiscal affairs responsibly. Continuous Government deficits and rising
debt indicate poor fiscal management, thereby height-
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ening the risk of rating agencies downgrading our paper. Credit markets will make it more expensive to
borrow, thereby forcing Bermuda into a downward
economic spiral.
All bailouts or backstops by outside entities
come with a cost. It is our collective misfortune that
Bermuda sank so deeply into debt, because it called
into question our long-established reputation for prudent and responsible management of the public
purse. The onus is on us to do better. Any continuing
failure to manage our spending prudently will surely
cost Bermuda its financial independence.
Higher debt service costs will pressurise the
Government to raise tax rates to fund this burden.
How many people want to have their taxes raised? No
one. Some might say, Why not just tax the rich, or the
rich exempted companies? They can afford to pay.
They can also afford to leave! The last Government
tried that with disastrous results. The departure of
some of those companies in the years running up to
the last election was connected to that bad policy mistake.
So, yes, we are still financially independent.
But there is little room for error, and the risks are real.
These risks are shouldered by Bermudians from all
walks of life—landlords and tenants, employers and
employees, borrowers and savers, shoppers and
shopkeepers, entrepreneurs and civil servants, rich
and poor. Mr. Speaker, it is with this background in
mind that I reiterate that the option of doing nothing—
that is, continuing as we are, or steady as she goes—
is not an acceptable option. Such a course, lacking in
courage and fortitude, will only lead to financial calamity for this Island. We must embrace change and
make the best of it.
Bermuda in the global economy
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, while OBA
economic policy has, from our inception, emphasised
local economic factors and issues, the global environment in which Bermuda trades is also an important
factor in Bermuda’s economic fortunes.
The global economy continues its unspectacular recovery. Figure 7 shows US Industrial Production growth, as well as GDP growth. While the
economic expansion has been in place since 2010,
growth rates have been below those of previous recoveries.
This sluggish recovery has had two side effects that directly affect Bermuda. First, inflationary
pressures have been all but invisible, thereby enabling
the Federal Reserve to continue to pump credit into
the system at unprecedented rates, keeping US dollar
interest rates close to record low levels.
Secondly, the sluggish recovery has kept
competitive pressures very high, forcing corporations
to continue to focus on cost containment. The effect
on a high-cost offshore centre like Bermuda has been
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to make profit growth more challenging for Bermudabased companies in financial services and insurance.
The pressure has caused Bermuda-based companies
to outsource functions to lower cost jurisdictions. Such
practices rob Bermudians of job opportunities.
Growth has proven to be much more elusive
in Europe. Figure 8 shows the [European] Union actually slipping back into recession briefly in 2013. High
taxes and excessive bureaucracy have been some of
the factors holding the EU back. During the past year,
this difficult environment has translated into elevated
external threats to Bermuda that the Government has
had to deal with.
Mr. Speaker, we have witnessed a rising fervour, particularly in Europe, about how much so-called
“tax havens” are draining the treasuries of certain G8
nations. In 2013, this rising tide boiled over into what
can only be described as a paroxysm of uninformed
and mindless media hysteria, a hysteria that targeted
Bermuda, along with other dots on the map.
The former PLP Government had gone out of
its way to recognise and engage this rising tide. And
when I assumed the office of Minister of Finance, I
found a professional and competent team that was
fully engaged in this issue. The Ministry had been assiduous in ensuring that Bermuda was ahead of the
curve in anti-money laundering procedures. In addition, its team was engaged in the Peer Review Group
of the OECD that oversees the international effort
against tax evasion and the hiding of the proceeds of
crime. We were, in fact, not only ahead of the curve,
but also ahead of most of the members of the OECD,
as well.
So, it was with great dismay when Bermuda
was publicly chastised by Her Majesty’s Government
to “Get your house in order.” Then, out of the blue,
Bermuda was blacklisted by France. During the period
the blacklist was in place, over $40 million worth of
French reinsurance contracts with Bermudian companies were cancelled. The rhetoric had become real.
Mr. Speaker, Her Majesty’s Government, in
particular HM Treasury, were very helpful in our frantic
efforts to have Bermuda removed from the French
blacklist. On behalf of the Bermuda Government, I
would like to publicly express our appreciation for their
assistance.
The Bermuda Government is aggressively
engaged with the relevant entities to combat what are
clearly efforts by powerful forces to use dots on the
map as scapegoats, to misdirect people’s attention
away from the stagnant economic performance vividly
illustrated in the chart on EU growth. The international
environment for Bermuda is currently hostile, through
no fault of our own. This is yet another challenge
against which we must be vigilant and steadfast. We
still have many friends and allies in the global marketplace, and we must continue to work with them so that
our business model remains not just viable, but robust.
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The one thing Bermudians know for certain is
that Bermudians do pay taxes—significant taxes. So
why is Bermuda continuously labelled as being a tax
haven? Today’s definition of a “tax haven” is pejorative. It is a place that ring fences certain companies so
that they pay no taxes; a place that lacks transparency, thereby hiding dirty money; a place that refuses
to cooperate with the legitimate inquiries of other
countries; a place that is so lax in its governance that
it does not even know who are the beneficial owners
behind the companies incorporated there.
The truth is that we do not ring fence companies for tax purposes, and exempt companies pay the
same taxes as local companies. We are a leading
country in international transparency, with Tax Information Exchange Agreements (so-called TIEAs) with
41 countries, plus many others covered under the
Multilateral Tax Convention, through which we answer
legitimate inquiries. And we have had a central register of beneficial owners of companies since the 1940s.
Most importantly, the recent OECD TIEA Request compliance ratings of over 50 countries rates
Bermuda with the rating of “Largely Compliant,” the
same rating as the United Kingdom, the United States
of America and many other G8 countries.
Mr. Speaker, Bermuda is not a tax haven. In
fact, Government revenues comprise about 17 per
cent of GDP. By way of reference, US federal taxes
comprise about 19 per cent of their GDP. So it is not
that we do not pay taxes; it is just that our tax system
is different from those of many countries. Payroll taxes
and customs duties make up the majority of our tax
base. We have no income tax, and we do not apologise for that. It is the inalienable right for every country
to have the tax system that it wants. Ours goes back
over 100 years.
Many OECD countries use taxes, or tax
breaks, to attract business to their shores, the UK, US
and Canada included. In that respect, we are no different from them, only smaller and, therefore, perceived as a soft target.
Mr. Speaker, we are not taking this attack on
our economic model lying down. The preservation of
existing jobs and the platform upon which to grow new
jobs in the future depends on our current economic
model remaining intact and robust. We are already
actively engaged in the appropriate places, in the appropriate forums, and in the appropriate manner to get
the Bermuda story out there. The Bermuda story is a
good, honourable, positive story, and we should be
proud of it. The Government will continue to push
back when external forces try to pervert that story.
Banking
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, banks always occupy a special position in any economy, as
they are the bridges between savers and borrowers,
between locals and foreigners, between investors and
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investments, and between buyers and sellers. Moreover, the actions and policies of banks have a profound impact on economic growth or contraction. In
the Department of Statistics table, which enumerates
the sectors that make up Bermuda’s GDP, the largest
one is International Business. The second largest is
something called Financial Intermediation. Banks
make up the lion’s share of this sector.
The standard banking model for most countries gives the government the ability, through actions
of the central bank, to induce the banking sector to
enact policies that are in sync with the macroeconomic objectives and interests of the country. For example, if inflation is viewed to be a risk to the overall
economy, the Government, through the central bank,
could adjust the reserve requirements to cause banks
to curb their lending, thereby reducing inflationary
pressures.
In Bermuda, banks follow the monetary dictates of the Federal Reserve in the US, and also their
own individual appetites for lending. In the last 10
years, the combination of these two factors has put
bank lending policies at odds with Bermuda’s national
economic interests—that is, ultra-easy money lending
when the economy was already red hot, followed by
debilitating ultra-cautious lending during economic
weakness.
The domestic banking environment at present
features deposit interest rates at infinitesimally low
levels, coupled with excessively wide margins between deposits and loans. Moreover, there is currently
no appetite for lending, as you can see in Figure 9.
And to top it off, banks continue to lay off Bermudian
staff. This is, on multiple levels, contractionary banking policy at a time when we need to expand the
economy. We have stated repeatedly that in order for
Bermuda to move forward, all oars must be pulling in
the same direction. Attaining such forward momentum
is much more difficult to achieve when such an important economic driver as the banking sector is pulling in
the wrong direction.
Mr. Speaker, the Government is in discussions with the Bermuda Bankers Association about
these matters to find a way to have everyone pulling
in the same direction.
Energy
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, the supply
and cost of energy is the foundation of the entire cost
structure of any modern society. It is even more crucial for an isolated island that lacks its own energy
resources.
One of the reasons that Bermuda’s recession
has lasted five years is due to its loss of competitiveness. A significant part of our uncompetitiveness is
high cost—a big component of which is the high cost
of electricity. The break-even point for our hotels and
other enterprises is pushed significantly higher by the
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high cost of electricity making them less competitive,
versus other jurisdictions where costs are lower and,
therefore, more attractive to investors. Also, the high
cost of electricity is a great burden for the Bermudian
people, whose buying power is reduced due to the
high cost of just keeping the lights on.
Mr. Speaker, islands as small as Bermuda often do not have enough size to justify competitive
markets, making electrical power a so-called “natural
monopoly.” While BELCO has had a generally good
record for reliability, Bermudians have paid dearly for
the lack of competition in electrical power. Over the
long history of BELCO’s tenure as the monopoly electricity provider, the company has more in common
with Government in terms of accountability and innovation than it does with private enterprises that operate in a competitive environment—an environment in
which, if you do not innovate, minimise your costs and
provide best value for your customers, your competition will bury you. For BELCO and Government, being
buried is not an issue.
Ironically, while BELCO and the Bermuda
Government have no local competition, their inefficiency is eroding Bermuda’s competitive position as a
jurisdiction that provides value to customers in what is
obviously a very competitive world. The time has
come to address this issue in both these institutions.
Mr. Speaker, the jewel in the crown for
BELCO is the distribution grid itself. And while there is
now the possibility of alternate sources of power like
wind, solar and wave, they will all have to access the
BELCO distribution network. The price that they will
have to pay BELCO to access that network is crucial
to their economic success or failure. Former Governments have not exerted much regulatory control over
BELCO, and while this OBA Government is a great
believer in the power of private enterprise to provide
best value to customers, the monopoly power of
BELCO requires close attention and regulation. Government is in discussions with BELCO about these
and other matters, and the Regulatory Authority will
be brought to bear to ascertain fair and equitable interconnect rates for alternative energy producers.
Growth: Where is it going to come from?
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, first a
statement of economic philosophy. In a market economy such as ours, economic activity or growth is not
dictated by Government, but rather determined by
entrepreneurs and their employees working in their
own self-interest.
The Government’s job is to create a favourable and fair environment for job makers to thrive, just
as a farmer’s job is to provide fertiliser and water for
his crops to grow. The farmer knows he cannot make
his plants grow—nature has to take its course—but he
does what he can to nurture growth. Similarly, with the
economy, growth will come from innovative people
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who see the need for a product or service and are free
to seize the opportunity to make it happen.
When contemplating a growth strategy, we
should first look to the areas we are already active in,
with a view to improving performance. Why? Because
the fact that we are already involved in an area means
that there is at least some demand for its products
and services, and that assets and infrastructure are
already in place to provide them. Government supports growth in new areas of endeavour, which could
help expand the economy’s narrow base. However,
the Government is not keen to support questionable
schemes that have no hope of being competitive over
time.
Reinsurance: Several Wall Street analysts
have painted a rather grim outlook for the reinsurance
industry, citing too much capacity and too few disasters. As a major reinsurance centre, we need to look
at what we can do to make our offerings in this sector
more attractive and competitive. As there is already a
highly developed physical, legal, professional and
regulatory infrastructure in place for insurance, our
emphasis should be to keep on doing what we are
already doing, only do it better.
Mr. Speaker, the Insurance Linked Securities
(so-called ILS) business is here, and although it does
not generate the number of jobs like the more traditional risk management models, we must be, and be
seen to be, innovators and on the leading edge in the
risk business. This will enhance Bermuda’s reputation
as the crucible for risk management innovation, which
will surely augur well for this sector and Bermuda.
Asset Management: In 2013, Government
passed new legislation to make Bermuda more competitive in the business of investment funds and asset
management. We now have to continue ramping up
our marketing and business development efforts internationally through the newly formed Bermuda Business Development Agency (aka BDA) to promote our
advantages internationally. BDA is a joint venture between Government and our private sector partners.
The offshore funds business is a highly competitive
business, heavily reliant on speed to market and sensitive to costs, and we have not traditionally excelled
in either of these. However, we can, must and will improve our performance.
We used to dominate the offshore funds sector, but have lost ground to the competition. As financial markets continue to recover, there will be opportunities to rebuild this business in Bermuda.
Infrastructure Development: Mr. Speaker,
the term “economic stimulus package” has been so
widely used by politicians around the world that it has
become part of our popular vernacular. On a number
of occasions, members of the public have asked me,
Where is the Government’s stimulus package? There
are a number of large infrastructure development projects that are available to stimulate employment. The
key to these becoming reality is how these can be
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financed. Government’s financial capability is tapped
out by the burden of debt, so the old way of developing such projects, using Government debt, is unavailable.
The alternative approach is to structure such
projects so that private capital can be used. Therefore, the stimulus package contemplated by this Government lies in this alternative approach, whereby institutional and other private sector investors will participate alongside Government in developing or redeveloping parts of our infrastructure.
The answer is public/private partnerships (socalled P3s), which can make private sector capital
available for these development projects. The most
strategically important, and probably largest, is the
redevelopment of the airport. Parts of that terminal
date back to the 1940s. Such a development would
include a new causeway that is hurricane resistant,
and a new terminal building that is not susceptible to
flooding in the event of a hurricane. We cannot allow
another Fabian-like storm to cut us off from the rest of
the world.
A P3 for this project is high on the list of possible infrastructure development projects. An advantage with this project is that international institutional
private sector investors are highly experienced in, and
familiar with, the financing of airports in island settings. This will be a job creator and revenue generator
for Bermuda.
Bermuda’s waste management system, including the Tynes Bay Waste to Energy Facility, is
another example of the type of infrastructure redevelopment project in which overseas investors have had
great experience. A P3 for this project would be a job
creator.
Tourism: Mr. Speaker, although tourism today is a mere shadow of what it once was, the Government believes in tourism. It is essential to the provision of long-term job opportunities for Bermudians,
as well as offering meaningful diversification from international business. Government has made huge
commitments to the support and revitalisation of tourism. The Bermuda Tourism Authority and its funding is
a manifestation of this commitment, in addition to the
millions of dollars of tax concessions to the hotel, restaurant and retail sectors. This support will continue.
There is a clear need in Bermuda for new hotels—hotels bearing top brand names. However,
these days, the top brand hotel operators seldom actually develop the physical product themselves, requiring developers to take that risk.
During the past year, Government extensively
researched this market. In addition, we hosted a tourism development conference, and information gleaned
therefrom has steered us to our latest tourism initiatives. Government has made the decision to introduce
casino gaming by way of the integrated resort concept. The inclusion of casino gaming is central to our
initiatives in tourism development. Moreover, we be-
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lieve overseas direct investment in hotel development
will be key to sparking growth in the future—a catalyst
for creating construction jobs as well as hotel and
other hospitality-related jobs.
Mr. Speaker, Bermudians should be aware
that the gaming model envisioned for Bermuda will be
highly structured and regulated. No more than three
licences will be issued, and the model will be based
on the successful Singapore casino model. The granting of casino licences will be tied to new hotel development. Casinos will be licensed and strictly regulated
by a Gaming Authority which will be appointed by and
answerable to the Premier. The latest technology will
be employed to monitor casino revenues, which will
be the source of funding for the Gaming Authority.
Mr. Speaker, the cruise ship industry is burgeoning worldwide due to increased efficiencies and
the continuing push to provide on board attractions
and activities. Bermuda is a key destination in the
Western Atlantic marketplace, and Government intends to maintain that status. We must, therefore, continue port and channel improvements around the Island to enable our cruise ship partners to bring their
newest, most exciting ships to Bermuda.
Government has been engaged in talks with
Morgan’s Point Ltd. and is near an agreement with
that company to amend the agreement it had with a
former Government to develop that property. When
final agreement is reached, it is anticipated a Bill will
be laid before Parliament to formally authorise the
amendments. Government was already committed to
remediate the pollution and remove the old aboveground and underground structures left by the US
Navy.
This commitment means that we have already
spent $6.6 million out of a total of $38 million to finish
the job. Much of this spending has been awarded to
small Bermudian entrepreneurs and represents future
opportunities for them as well. It is due to this investment in this property that Government agreed to be
open to a limited guarantee to support the development of Morgan’s Point. We continue to support this
development, which represents another form of Government stimulus.
The infrastructure projects at the airport and
causeway, Morgan’s Point and new hotels will create
many opportunities for local contractors, both large
and small, and will result in those investments being
multiplied over and over again throughout the Bermuda economy.
Financial Services: Government is seeking
to expand Bermuda’s offerings in the overall area of
financial services, both quantitatively as well as in diversity. Our Island enjoys a solid reputation in the
global institutional marketplace—despite hostility from
Euro-based media—as a well-regulated jurisdiction
with all the advantages of modern infrastructure necessary for the conduct of financial services. We must
build on this platform. Government is engaged in pri-
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vate discussions with entities interested in using our
platform to broaden our offerings in financial services.
Light Industry: During the past year, Bermuda has been successful in attracting the first of
what we hope will be many light industry enterprises
to set up in Bermuda. These industries are likely to be
reliant on proprietary technology or other intellectual
property. We will also investigate aquaculture on a
commercial scale and its suitability and viability for
Bermuda.
Risk Institute: As Bermuda is one of the
three risk capitals of the world, one that leads the
world in innovation, it seems logical to set up an institute of higher learning that specialises in risk management. Such an institute would attract recognised
world experts in the field, as well as students from
around the world to learn from them. Not only would
the combination enhance Bermuda’s reputation as a
centre for innovation in risk management, but it would
also enable more people to grace our shores and contribute to our economy at the same time.
Review of initiatives of last Budget
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, there were
two initiatives announced in last year’s Budget Statement, both of which were intended to provide the local
economy with a boost without raising the deficit.
The first was the tax break for employers who
hire unemployed Bermudians. This initiative was implemented and monitored by the Tax Commissioner’s
Office. Revised records from that department show
that 207 persons qualified for the relief under this initiative and were hired during the period between
st
st
April 1 and December 31 2013. The office also reported an estimated 200 other Bermudians were also
hired during the same period, but after further compliance testing, it was discovered that these new hires
did not qualify for the relief under the conditions of the
Act. Mr. Speaker, in view of the positive results of this
initiative, it will remain in place for the next fiscal year.
The other tax initiative was the reduction of
taxes on the purchase of Bermuda property by nonBermudians. The reduction was to be in place for 18
months and return to higher levels thereafter. The
purpose of this policy was to spark the remodelling
and renovation activity that frequently accompanies
such purchases, thereby helping the beleaguered
construction sector. While this initiative sparked a
great deal of interest on the part of non-Bermudians,
PRC buyers in particular, there were few actual transactions consummated. Investigation into the cause of
the problem uncovered several layers of obstructions
and red tape in the Department of Immigration. We
have identified the problem areas and will be announcing initiatives to rectify the situation in the coming weeks.
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We continue to believe that this initiative will
help stimulate the economy. We therefore will extend
the period of the lower taxes another 12 months.
Shortly after being elected, the new Government formed a Cabinet committee, chaired by the
Premier, called the Economic Development Committee, or EDC. On the EDC are the Ministers of Economic Development, Public Works, Home Affairs,
Tourism Development and Transport, and Finance.
The purpose was to bring together all the relevant
Ministries on a weekly basis to review and fast-track
potential inward direct investment proposals. Through
the EDC process, proposals are reviewed by the various departments in parallel rather than the traditional
time-consuming linear fashion.
The EDC, for example, accelerated the approval process for the Fairmont Hamilton marina project, from proposal stage to actual construction in record time, bringing jobs to Bermudians sooner than
otherwise would have happened.
Mr. Speaker, the EDC continues to meet and
is considering other proposals that, if approved, will
inject much needed job-creating investment capital
into the Island. The EDC has been an outstanding
success in Government’s ongoing efforts to improve
the way the Bermuda Government does its business.
Budgeting process
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, budgeting
and financial performance starts at the very top of the
Government structure—that is, with the Cabinet. Previous Governments appear to have operated whereby
Cabinet decided what services the Government
needed to provide to the public, and the spending
budget became the total of all those services. This
approach has been one of the key factors behind the
fiscal crisis that the Bermuda Government finds itself
in, like a family deciding on its annual shopping and
to-do list without any reference to what they can actually afford.
This Government takes the opposite approach, virtually the same approach a prudent family
would take when arranging its budget. Our approach
is based on the cash inflows we expect to have available to spend. We then allocate spending limits to
each Ministry so that services provided to the public fit
within the overall budget limit. This is what is meant by
“living within one’s means.”
Now, the Bermuda Government has not lived
within its means for many, many years, so it is difficult
to wean it off bad habits. We are still living beyond our
means at present, and must work towards reestablishing that prudent benchmark without crashing
the economy in the process.
Mr. Speaker, that is the big challenge.
At its highest level, the decision-making process that shapes the budget is simple. If the objective
is to reduce the annual deficit, then you can do one of
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three things: increase revenues by raising taxes
and/or imposing new taxes, cut Government spending, or some combination of both.
With the economy still fragile, it would be bad
policy to raise taxes at this time. We also have what
might be referred to as negative taxes, like tax concessions given to the hospitality and retail sectors.
Cancelling these subsidies would not technically be
raising taxes, but such action would have the same
effect as a tax increase. If we cancelled these subsidies, jobs would likely be lost. So that option is not on.
Therefore, the only other option is to directly cut Government spending.
Medium Term Expenditure Framework
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, the Medium
Term Expenditure Framework (known as MTEF) is the
name given to Government’s medium term plans to
eliminate the deficit and ultimately reduce the debt.
The full implementation of MTEF involves the introduction, from the 2014/15 budget cycle, of rolling
three-year budgets and forward estimates to establish
hard multiyear budget ceilings for Ministries. The
MTEF programme allows flexibility in the allocation of
resources across a series of annual budgets to meet
objectives related to debt service and other Government commitments that cannot be achieved in a single budget cycle. This will enable the Ministry of Finance to begin to fulfil its commitment to changing the
trajectory of deficits and debt over the medium term.
To achieve the Ministry of Finance’s strategy
for fiscal consolidation (otherwise known as deficit
reduction), the Ministry is setting an ambitious target
of cost savings on current account expenditure of
15 per cent, in real terms, to be achieved by the end
of three years. This plan will be a challenge, but can
be accomplished if all Ministries work together as a
team.
Further, the discipline of the exercise will also
provide a strong platform for more effective financial
management in the medium term. If fiscal consolidation is not successfully implemented, there is a real
risk of a credit ratings downgrade.
Mr. Speaker, Current Account spending in the
2014/15 Budget will be set at approximately $945.6
million, representing an approximate 7 per cent reduction from the revised 2013/14 spending levels. Further
5 per cent and 3 per cent reductions will be implemented for the 2015/16 and 2016/17 fiscal years, respectively. Capital outlays should be prioritised and
remain within the range of $55 to $65 million. Moving
forward, the Government will drive fiscal policy management by top-down hard debt targets rather than by
the bottom-up methodology of the past, whereby priority was given to spending plans.
Public debt
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Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, as at
st
March 31 , 2014, gross public debt will stand at
$2.305 billion, and net debt, debt net of the Sinking
Fund, will stand at $1.772 billion. In July 2013, Government borrowed US$750 million in the international
bond markets and in December 2013 borrowed $50
million in the Bermuda dollar market. This was done to
take advantage of favourable, low interest rates and
was part of the Ministry’s multiyear borrowing strategy.
In 2014/15, certain Government notes will mature.
Government will draw from the Sinking Fund to pay off
$120 million in Private Placement Notes. This will reduce our debt interest costs by $6.99 million. The maturing notes are as follows:
• The first one is $75 million, 5.390 per cent
Private Placement Senior Note maturing on
th
June 10 , 2014. Annual interest cost is $4 million.
• The second one is a $45 million 6.550 per
cent Private Placement Note maturing on
st
May 21 , 2014. The annual interest cost for
that note is $2.947 million.
st

As at March 31 , 2015, gross public debt will
stand at $2.185 billion, and net debt, net of the Sinking Fund, will be $1.988 billion. Mr. Speaker, last year,
Government set up debt-related targets, or rules, that
were appropriate for an economy the size of Bermuda’s. These rules committed Government to keep
public debt at such levels that the net debt-to-GDP
ratio would not exceed 38 per cent. Additionally, Government recognised the desirability of achieving a net
debt-to-revenue ratio that would not exceed 80 per
cent, and a debt service cost-to-revenue ratio that
would be below 10 per cent. These were targets we
would work toward over the medium term.
st
As at March 31 , 2014, the net debt-to-GDP ratio
will be 32 per cent, the net debt-to-revenue ratio will
be 199 per cent and the debt service cost-to-revenue
ratio will be 16 per cent. There is much work to do to
bring them in line with our targets.
The Budget

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, the headline
figures for the Government Budget for the financial
year 2014/15 are as follows:
• Revenue—$901.709 million;
• Current Account Expenditure (excluding debt
service)—$945.838 million;
• Current Account Balance (excluding debt service) will be a deficit of $44.129 million;
• Interest on Debt will be $113.5 million;
• Sinking Fund Contribution will be $47.693 million;
• The surplus available for Capital Expenditures
will be $205.322 million; and
• Capital Expenditures will be $62.945 million,
giving an overall budget deficit of $267.267 million.
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Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, Honourable
Members will notice that the original budget estimates
approved by this Honourable House last year are different from the revised estimates for the fiscal year
2013/14. There is good news and bad news contained
in these revisions. The good news is that revenues for
the current fiscal year are some $21.4 million greater
than originally estimated. The bad news is that current
expenditures are now estimated to be some $32 million larger than originally estimated, yielding a Current
Account deficit that is $10.8 million greater than originally estimated. Interest on debt was estimated to be
$12.7 million greater than originally estimated. Capital
Expenditure has been revised down by $22.2 million.
Therefore, the overall deficit is now estimated to have
been revised up by $1.4 million, or a 0.4 per cent variance.
Mr. Speaker, while I am pleased with the positive surprise in revenues, I am certainly not happy regarding unexpected spending overruns. I say “unexpected” because the overrun on interest was not unexpected due to our decision to finance multiple years’
deficits in one bond issue last summer.
The other overspends have occurred as a result of inertia and inadequate budgetary controls
within the Government. This is clear evidence that the
old corporate culture, in some Ministries of Government, the absence of strictness and accountability as
it relates to budgets, has not yet been squeezed out.
Surely, some expenses are more difficult to project
than others. Financial Assistance and the Bermuda
Hospital subsidy, for example, have increased to support families in need. Nevertheless, the problem remains.
Of course, this is the precise reason we set up
the SAGE Commission. Its work was focused on this
very area of concern. The Commission’s report was
received in October, and Government has yet to implement actions emanating from its recommendations.
I will describe some of these intended actions later in
this Statement.
Highlights from the 2014/15 Budget: Mr.
Speaker, the revenue estimate for the 2014/15 budget
year is $901.7 million, $29.8 million, or 3.4 per cent,
higher than the original estimate for the previous year.
The most significant increase will be in Customs Duty
yield, expected to rise by $25.7 million, or 14.7 per
cent, compared to the previous year. The biennial adjustment in Government fees will be increased by
about 5 per cent for most fees, and the anticipated
increased yield should be $2 [million] to $3 million.
Other than the fee adjustments, there are no
new taxes contained in the Budget for the ensuing
fiscal year. Despite signs of recovery, the Bermuda
economy remains fragile. An increase in tax rates
would hurt recovery and impose new pressure on individuals and families struggling to make ends meet.
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Subsidies currently in place for the hospitality, restaurant and retail sectors (so-called “concessions”) will
remain in place for the next fiscal year. The tax initiatives started last fiscal year will also continue into the
next fiscal year. We are being conservative with our
revenue estimates, projecting them to grow marginally
next year.
Mr. Speaker, the overall budget expenditure,
including Current Account and Capital Account outlays, debt service, and Sinking Fund Contributions, is
$1.169 billion. The big change is the forecast cut in
current spending by 6.9 per cent. This does not sound
like much, but it represents a $70.2 million cut in current expenditure. Capital Expenditure will stay about
the same as in the 2013/14 revised estimates. We
expect that the planned reduction in spending can be
achieved without layoffs of workers in the public sector for the coming fiscal year. The overall budget balance is projected to be a deficit of $267.3 million. This
represents a $64.3 million, or 19.4 per cent, deficit
reduction when compared to the 2013/14 deficit of
$331.6 million. So we are moving in the right direction,
but much more work is required.
Mr. Speaker, these estimates do not include
progress on opportunities for outsourcing, privatisation
or mutualisation of Government operations during the
fiscal year. This is not to say that Government will be
idle on this front—not at all—but such actions are not
factored in.
SAGE Commission
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, last year,
during the budget session, Parliament authorised the
SAGE Commission to conduct an unprecedented investigation into, and evaluation of, the structure, procedures and practices of the Government, with a view
of making recommendations to improve efficiency and
save money. SAGE multiplied itself into a committee
structure that included a wide cross section of Bermudians. They conducted several public meetings
before submitting their final report.
Findings: Mr. Speaker, the report contained more
than 200 recommendations and many more observations. However, the areas covered can be divided into
three broad sections:
• Structure, accountability and reform within the
public service;
• Reduction in the size and cost of the public
service through disposal of non-core functions; and
• Implications of the structure of pension funds.
Public Service Reform: Mr. Speaker, Government deems it imperative that we move forward
with the reforms required to transform the public service into a modern organisation that is purpose-driven,
cost-effective and efficient. The Public Service Reform
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Initiative will borrow from both the recommendations
made by SAGE, as well as the model used in the UK.
The Public Service Reform Plan will embrace
those recommendations contained in the SAGE Report that the Government supports, particularly those
relating to strong leadership and accountability. Reform will also incorporate other major change initiatives that might not have appeared in the SAGE Report. For example, Government’s own Management
and Consulting Section and a number of independent
consultants have, over the past few years, produced a
series of organisational development reports that have
merit.
Public Service Reform represents a significant
undertaking that affects internal operations, as well as
the delivery of services. At the heart of the plan is the
need to harness the talent, reduce the bureaucracy,
and put systems in place that allow it to deliver the
services in a manner that meets the needs and expectations of the public.
Disposal of Non-Core Functions: Mr.
Speaker, to enable any type of savings through mutualisation, privatisation or outsourcing, umbrella legislation called the Public Bodies Reform Act will be
brought before Parliament. This Act will establish the
legal authority of the Minister of Finance to make various reforms—abolish, merge, modify or transfer Government departments, quangos, Government funds,
boards and committees, and related legislation. This
authority will include the transfer of functions or the
provision of public services to a so-called “eligible
person,” which may be an entity, such as a company,
a public service mutual, a registered charity or a trust
body.
The Public Bodies Reform Act will also establish the Efficiency and Reform Authority to transform
the delivery of services to the public to achieve financial savings and enhance public use of such services.
The Authority, which will report to the Minister of Finance, will have a board consisting of seven members—five members from the public, two members
representing unions, and ex officio members from the
Ministry of Finance and the Authority’s CEO.
Mr. Speaker, Government is considering the
following departments for mutualisation, outsourcing,
or privatisation:
• Airport Operations/Causeway;
• Emissions and Vehicle Testing;
• Aircraft Registry;
• Ship Registry;
• CITV;
• Waste Management, including Tynes Bay and
Garbage Collection;
• Vehicle and Equipment Operations and Maintenance;
• GEHI and Health Insurance Department;
• Parks Maintenance;
• Water and Sewage;

•
•
•
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Department of Social Insurance;
Highway Maintenance; and
Conservation Services.

The Efficiency and Reform Authority will be the
body which will recommend to the Government which
departments will be spun off and what the form of that
spin-off will take. This will all be new to Bermuda and
Bermudians, and we will be keeping the public apprised as we move forward. Also, we will have to obtain expertise from other jurisdictions, most notably,
the UK and Canada, which have experience in this
regard.
Mr. Speaker, we recognise and understand people’s fears about change, and we will work carefully to
make change work for the individual and for the common good. But let there be no mistake about why we
are moving in this direction: The cost of Government,
as the SAGE Report concluded, is “unsustainable and
out of control.” The status quo is not an option.
Pensions
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The other basket of recommendations that SAGE made was with regard to
the implications of the structure of pensions. SAGE
concluded that promises will have to be broken with
respect to pensions. This may very well be true; certainly, the current structure of pensions, combined
with our ageing and declining population, is not sustainable.
Pensions are a complex, arcane topic with
important medium- and long-term implications for individuals, corporate bodies, and the country. Nevertheless, it is important that Government take early action
to ensure that sufficient provisions are made to meet
future pension obligations. While SAGE’s work was
excellent, it revealed very little extra information that
Government’s own actuaries and pension consultants
had not already told us. Of course, the real value is
that now there is a heightened public awareness of
the problem. Moving forward, the Ministry of Finance
will formulate pension-funding policies in a manner
that is responsible and fair to both the pensioners and
members of the pension plans, and Bermuda taxpayers.
Options going forward
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, Government has been able to project a reduced deficit and a
reduced spending profile for the next fiscal year, with
no plans for redundancies. However, if we are to
achieve the target set out in the MTEF and avoid losing our financial independence and our ability to retain
the confidence of international investors upon whom
we rely, spending cuts must continue year after year
until the deficit is erased. Further reductions in costs
after 2014/15 will not be achievable without either staff
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lay-offs or the outsourcing of non-core functions
through mutualisation or privatisation. Remaining as
we are, with the current number of civil servants, will
not be possible.
No one, particularly this Government that has
been elected to create jobs, would want to add to the
ranks of the unemployed. There are too many struggling Bermudian families out there now. Furthermore,
to lay off civil servants only to have them apply for
Financial Assistance would be, financially, a wasted
exercise. Outsourcing by way of mutualisation and/or
privatisation is the alternative that offers affected staff
and union members the least disruptive option. This
option represents job shifts instead of losses, and staff
remain employed, retaining union membership if they
so desire.
Mr. Speaker, this is the tough decision that
will have to be made.
Mr. Speaker, I would now like to provide a few
highlights of programme initiatives related to the key
Ministries of Health and the Environment, and National Security.
Ministry of Health and Environment
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The Ministry of Health is
the highest spending department in Government,
budgeted at $194.8 million. The whole problem with
containing the rising cost of healthcare is of major
concern and a threat to Government’s attempts to
wrestle its finances under control.
Demographics are working against us from a
cost perspective, as the Bermudian population gets
older and puts greater demands on healthcare services. Many of the younger, healthier guest workers,
whose health insurance premiums had helped finance
services provided to older residents, have returned
home, compounding the problem. The Bermuda Hospitals Board, which comprises 40 per cent of all
healthcare costs, continues to grapple with the costs
of delivery of service and the costs of the new acute
care facility.
It is clear that there is a systemic problem with
the costs of delivery of healthcare, like a fast car with
no brakes. Government is actively analysing the problem and is formulating plans on how to install brakes
on this runaway. Otherwise, healthcare costs threaten
to bankrupt the Government. To avoid that calamity,
we must strive to have the best healthcare facilities
our limited resources can provide.
National Security
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, if foreign
direct investment is a major requirement to shift Bermuda into job creation mode, then surely public
safety, and the perception of public safety, is a prerequisite for such investment to actually occur. The
efforts of this Government and previous administra-
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tions in the area of public safety are now seeing
measurable positive results. Recent crime statistics
indicate that Bermuda is seeing significant reductions
in all areas of criminal activity.
Additionally, public perception of Bermuda’s
safety is now growing to levels that validate the strategy of the Bermuda Police Service to engage the
community at all levels of prevention, investigation,
and general policing. In the midst of public safety challenges, there has been sound management of overtime budgets, with consistent year-over-year reductions, concurrent with the strong enforcement and
community engagement that has been a feature of
overall policing strategy since 2009’s spike in gang
violence.
Working together
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, the boiling
over of industrial disputes into the streets has the potential to be extremely costly to Bermuda. The growth
strategy I have outlined here is dependent on overseas direct investment, primarily in hotel properties,
but also in a new airport. The connection between
striking hotel workers and how that could negatively
affect the perception for a potential investor in a new
Bermuda hotel is obvious. What is not so obvious is
the connection between labour unrest and airport redevelopment. Investors in a new airport will be looking
for increased future traffic at our new airport as a rationale for their investment. If labour unrest dampens
the prospects for new hotel development, then it will
reduce the probability for increased future traffic,
which will, in turn, dampen investor enthusiasm for the
new airport. Our future plans are all connected.
The bottom line is Government has a strategy
to stimulate and restore the economy, but the strategy
can be derailed if stakeholders do not work together in
a collaborative manner to quietly sort out their differences.
I call on all stakeholders—management and
labour, public and private sector—to pull together in
the same direction. Do your respective parts to nudge
our Island home along the road to recovery. As I said
earlier in another context, we will not move forward if
all oars are not pulling in the same direction. The
Government is doing its part and will continue to do
so, but we need the cooperation of all stakeholders to
make this work. Government cannot do it alone.
To close out this Budget Statement, I want to
paraphrase a message the Premier has been carrying
into the community for many months now—a message we would all do well to follow:
We are all Bermudians first in this boat together. And the best thing we can do is to pull together to keep it moving forward. Collaboration and
shared sacrifice will not come easy to some, but the
mutual benefits of reaching out and working together
far outweigh the behaviours that keep us from reach-
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ing our collective potential. The stakes could not be
greater for Bermuda. Now is the time for all of us to
work together, to do our best and be at our best, for
the sake of the Island we call home.
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Good
morning to you.
The Speaker: Good morning.
QUESTION 1: SPRINGFIELD FACILITY

[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you, Honourable Minister.
Of course, next week, the Shadow Minister for
Finance will respond.

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

QUESTION PERIOD

Hon. Terry E. Lister: The first question for Minister
Scott, is, Will the Honourable Minister please provide
this Honourable House with a reason for withdrawing
the Sandys Community Centre from the Springfield
facility in Sandys Parish?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I will be answering that first question. The
second question will be answered by the Minister to
my right.

2

WRITTEN ANSWERS

The Speaker: All right.

The Speaker: We have some written questions that
have been provided. The written answers from the
Premier to the Leader of the Opposition have not
been received, and the Premier has indicated to me
that the Cabinet Secretary is completing them. And so
those will be given to you in due course. They have
not been completed yet, and so I expect that you will
receive them.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for
that information. Just for the record, I find that that is
completely unacceptable, Mr. Speaker. We asked
these questions far enough in advance. The Honourable Minister Crockwell has provided similar answers
for his Ministry—
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Yes. I do appreciate that. I am indicating to
the Premier that he should get the answers to you as
soon as it is possible.
All the other questions have been answered,
and we have one oral question. The oral question is
from MP T. E. Lister.
MP T. E. Lister for Minister Scott, I believe, for Minister Wayne Scott. That is correct? Yes. Minister Scott
will be responding to your questions. MP Lister,
please.

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: The Department of Youth,
Sport and Recreation’s West End Community Centre
occupied Springfield, based on a 99-year lease with
the Bermuda National Trust, commencing December
1998, at $1.00 per annum. Government was responsible for all repairs in respect of the property. However, any repairs needed [had] to be undertaken with
consideration to the historic and architectural nature of
the premises, which is a Grade 1 listed property.
The Bermuda National Trust required that all
repairs be carried out using like-for-like materials.
Given the age and historical nature of the premises,
this proved to be considerably expensive. After having
spent $750,000 on bringing the property into good
repair in January 2012, the landlord served an official
notice on Government detailing work to be carried out
at the property. Government was given the option to
carry out the works at a cost of $489,936, or to surrender the lease.
Government was not prepared to bear further
costs on the property and chose to surrender the
lease at a cost of $150,000 and relocated the community centre to other premises, thereby saving some
$339,936.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
You have a supplementary, sir?
SUPPLEMENTARIES

2

Hon. S. Crockwell to Hon. W. L. Furbert on overseas travel
Hon. E. T. Richards to Mr. E. D. Burt on payroll tax et al.
Hon. S. D. Richards to Ms. L. F. Foggo on PRC’s and Economic
Development Act

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, Mr. Speaker.
And my supplementary is not going to pull the numbers that were just given, because they relate to the
second question that I have, and I will ask that then.
But my supplementary question that I am going to ask at this time is, given that the afternoon pro-
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grammes, which are the base of the programme,
serve primarily the children of Sandys Primary—
The Speaker: This is your second question, then. It is
your second question.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: No, this is a supplemental.
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But the first priority is, of course, providing the
great service that the department offers in the West
End and continuing to offer those services.
Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
MP Scott, you had a supplementary? Yes.

The Speaker: Supplemental?

SUPPLEMENTARIES

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Being, Why did you move?
The Speaker: Why did you move? Okay, okay.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, supplemental.
The Speaker: All right.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Mr. Speaker, I thank the Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, for the starting of these
questions.
The question is to the Minister: Mr. Minister,
why was $750,000 of repair capital by the Government not argued by the Minister as totally complying
with the lease condition that the Government carry out
repairs?

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Given that the children were
primarily from Sandys Primary, a stone’s throw away,
West End Primary and Sandys Middle School, the
oldest of whom can only be 14 years old, how has the
move impacted on the attendance of the programmes?

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I am sorry. Can you restate
that question? I am not sure if I am following where
you are going with that.

The Speaker: Minister?

The Speaker: MP, would you? Do you mind?

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, for that question, of
course, I do not have the specific numbers of attendance. But a large portion of the people that use that
facility are actually transported to that facility with the
vehicle that we have.
We relocated to a property a little bit further
west that we also have for the department, thus consolidating those services, continuing to offer that
transportation, so we actually anticipate the impact to
be very minimal. We still provide the services in a facility that Government actually owns.

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Why, Mr. Minister, was the
expenditure of $750,000 by the Bermuda Government
toward repairs at Springfield not argued by you, as
Minister, as complying, or adequate compliance, with
the repair covenant in the lease? I hope you understand that.

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Second supplemental?
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Given that we now have the
staffing . . . There were two sets of staff before, now in
one location. Has there been an increase in the variety of programmes offered to the children attending
this new facility?
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I think, as the Member would
know, I am sure . . . being an MP from that area, you
know there is a wide variety of services offered between both locations. And there is a lot of back and
forth by the staff. That actually just makes it more efficient in one location. So, the anticipation is those efficiencies could lead to more and expanded programmes.

The Speaker: Minister?

The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes. Thank you. And I will
point out, as your colleague to the right of the Member
that just sat down would be aware, when those repairs
were done under their watch, they actually complied
to those requests. But as the nature of the lease . . .
when those requests are put forward by the landlord,
we have to adhere to those requests as part of the
lease. So, that $750,000 was fulfilling a request that I
would assume the former Member received in the capacity that I am in now. So that was satisfied.
The new set of requirements, which is allowed
under the lease . . . we looked at those on their own
merit. And not only looking at what those repairs
would be, but what was anticipated to be coming
down the line in the next couple of years.
The Member would know that, although a beautiful
Bermuda property, it is a very old Bermuda property.
We thought that it was not in the best interests of the
taxpayer to continue to do that, especially considering
we had facilities which are more than adequate to
provide those services a little bit further west.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Minister.
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You had a supplementary as well, MP Lister?
SUPPLEMENTARY
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Yes, Mr. Speaker. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Minister, in light of the fact that
the facility has closed at Springfield and you have
moved to the Boaz Island facility, recognising that the
Boaz Island facility was a much smaller facility and a
facility in some need of upgrade, can you give any
indication as to whether or not your Ministry intends to
address those issues in regard to the fact that it is a
smaller facility with needs for some better maintenance servicing and upgrades, requirements, et cetera? Do you intend to address that now that you have
housed everyone into one facility?
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I think that is a very good
question.
As the Member would know, that facility, though a bit
smaller, is actually more suitable to those types of
services. I mean, Springfield, of course, being an old
property, you have a lot of smaller rooms, and with
more difficulty to access them.
Consolidating at Boaz Island, there have been
some renovations that have [already] taken place. I do
not have the details of those renovations. But there
was some work that needed to be done. We were doing that work. There may be some more that will need
to be done with that facility. But any type of investment to keep the infrastructure that the taxpayer owns
up to par is certainly a better use of funds.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Yes, the learned Member, MP Kim Wilson,
you have a supplementary?
SUPPLEMENTARIES
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Yes, I do. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. Good afternoon.
Could the Minister just explain? The staff that
were currently at Springfield, and then there was the
other staff that were at Boaz Island, are now all in one
unit. Are the staff the ones that are doing the shuffling,
providing the transportation? Or has that been outsourced privately?
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The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable
Minister.
Yes?
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you.
A supplementary, a clarification.
The Speaker: Yes.
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: So, there is one vehicle that is
providing transportation for all three of those schools
to the Boaz Island. Is that right?
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: There is one primary vehicle
and a community service van.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Sorry, Honourable Member. You have had
two supplementaries.
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: I had two. Okay. So, can I have
just one—
The Speaker: No. You cannot have a question because you did not indicate to me.
Mrs. Kim N. Wilson: Thank you.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Mr. Speaker, if that Member
does have further questions, I would be more than
happy to answer her later.
The Speaker: All right, Honourable Member. Thank
you.
MP Lister?
QUESTION 2: SPRINGFIELD FACILITY
Hon. Terry E. Lister: The second question has been
somewhat addressed in the first. But I will ask it and
take the answer from the Honourable Minister.
Will the Honourable Minister provide this
Honourable House with an accounting of the capital
funds that have been spent on the buildings at Springfield since the Government entered into the lease with
the Bermuda National Trust?

The Speaker: Minister?

The Speaker: And Minister Gordon-Pamplin, who is
the Minister of Public Works, will respond to that.
Minister?

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, thank you.
I think the staff. And there could be some outsourcing. I am not 100 per cent sure on that. From my
understanding, most of that is provided by the staff. It
is actually . . . As a matter of fact, a new vehicle has
just been purchased as well, which was donated from
community funds, as the members from the West End
would know.

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the buildings at Springfield were
in a very poor state of repair and had been unused
since 1993. Repair works at Springfield included
strengthening the floors; a partial new roof; two new
public washrooms; new kitchen cabinets; new electrical, fire detection and security systems; and air condi-
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tioning, and were estimated to cost a total of
$750,000.
The work was planned to be done in two
phases. Phase one involved renovations to the main
building estimated at $350,000. Phase two was estimated at $400,000 at the time. The works were completed. But as this was some 14 years ago, in total, it
has not been possible to ascertain the exact breakdown of costs. However, I have instructed the Ministry
staff to pull out as much of that archived information
as possible in order to provide a fuller response to this
question.

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think, as the
Honourable Minister answered earlier, that the costs
for completing the work that National Trust were requesting, to the standard that they were asking for,
was, in fact, going to be an additional $489,000. So,
rather than spend $489,000 . . . I am not certain
where the negotiations were. It was a little bit before
my time. But I will find that information as to why
$150,000. But I believe that that was a trade-off with
not spending the $489,000 and allowing the National
Trust to fix up their own property with their own
money.

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
You have a supplementary?

The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker?

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I just have a question about the Order Paper and the questions for the
Premier.
The question is, can the Premier undertake to
get the answers to us—
The Speaker: Yes. I just spoke with the Honourable
Leader about that.
Mr. E. David Burt: Okay. So we will get them next
week?
The Speaker: I just spoke to the Honourable Leader
about that, just one second ago.
Mr. E. David Burt: Okay. So we will get them before
next week, Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: It has been taken care of, and that will
be certainly taken care of, yes.

The Speaker: You have a supplementary, MP Lister?
SUPPLEMENTARY
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Minister, I listened to your
explanation there in regard to following on from the
question, How did we arrive at that figure?
When the Springfield facility was first taken over to
become a community centre, it was basically an
abandoned site. The Government put money into that
building to bring it up to speed to make it a usable facility, as you described, with the amount of works that
you indicated had taken place. Hence, the $1.00
rental fee.
The Speaker: Question?
Hon. Dennis P. Lister: Money that brought the building up to speed was Government money to bring up
someone else’s facility.

[Pause]
The Speaker: Question, Honourable Member?
The Speaker: Yes, you have a third question?
Hon. Terry E. Lister: First question, supplemental to
this question.
The Speaker: Okay. You have a supplementary.
SUPPLEMENTARY

Hon. Dennis P. Lister: And the request for the lease
to be broken was by the owner. So the request for that
money I do not see being an amount that was justifiable. And I would ask for you to further investigate,
because the answer just was not acceptable to me.
The Speaker: That was a statement, not a question,
Honourable Member.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, yes.
With regard to these costs that were incurred,
the actual costs incurred in getting out of the lease,
the $150,000, how was that determined? Where did
that figure come from? It is a rather large figure. Given
that we had a 99-year lease of $1.00 a year, with
many, many years to run, how was the National Trust
able to force Government’s hand to such a large sum
of money?

[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Yes. You got away with it, did you not?
[Laughter]
The Speaker: Yes. Honourable Member Lister?
SUPPLEMENTARY
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I have a second
supplementary, which was actually asked just now in
a different way. And I will ask it in a question form.
The question really is, What obligation did
Government have to make the building fit for purpose
upon its departure?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The information
was that we could walk away, or we could acquiesce
to what the National Trust were demanding according
to the terms of the initial engagement on the lease,
the terms and conditions of which I would be happy to
get and to table in this Honourable House.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Thank you, Honourable Members.

CONGRATULATORY AND/OR
OBITUARY SPEECHES
The Speaker: We now move to congratulatory and
obituary speeches.
No obituary speeches? All right.
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ORDERS OF THE DAY
The Speaker: Are they all carried over? All orders of
the day are carried over.
Honourable Premier?

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I now move that we adjourn until Friday, the
th
28 , at 10:00 am.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Members, we are adjourned to Monday, February—
Some Hon. Members: Friday!
The Speaker: Friday! Friday! Wow, I am trying to get
us back here earlier than that. I love you so much!
[Laughter]
The Speaker: The House is adjourned to Friday, Febth
ruary the 28 .

[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: No, Usually . . . Okay, there are none.
Right. Okay. There are none. We will do that next
week. (We had a conversation, Honourable Member.)
But I think that, based on what is happening, we will
do it next week. Absolutely. Thanks.
All right. Thank you.

[Gavel]
[At 12:10 pm, the House stood adjourned until
10:00 am, Friday, 28 February 2014.]

[Crosstalk]

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE
The Speaker: There are no matters of privilege.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS
[The Speaker: There are none.]

NOTICE OF MOTIONS FOR THE
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
ON MATTERS OF URGENT
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
The Speaker: There are none.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS
The Speaker: There are none.

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
The Speaker: There are none.
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Ministry of Home Affairs

Office of the Junior Minister

TO:

Ms. Lovitta Foggo, JP, MP
Opposition Whip

FROM:

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, JP, MP
Junior Minister of Home Affairs

DATE:

February 17th, 2014

Parliamentary Questions
Question 1: Will the Honourable Junior Minister please provide the following statistics regarding
applications under Section (5)(1) of the Economic development Act, specifically; date received, company,
position and approval status?

For clarity, Section (5)(1) of the Economic Development Act states:

5 (1) Where a company is designated by the Minister under section 3B(2), a person in a senior executive
position in that company shall be eligible to apply to the Minister, to be exempted from Part V of the
Bermuda Immigration and Protection Act 1956.

As such, the exempted persons and applications are listed below:

Question 2: Will the Honourable Junior Minister please provide the following statistics regarding
applications under Section 3(B)(2) of the Economic Development Act, specifically; date approved,
company and number of exempted employees?

Response 2: For clarity, Section 3B (2) of the Act states:

"3B (2) The Minister may designate a company as a company whose senior executive employees can
apply for exemption from Part V of the Bermuda Immigration and Protection Act 1956, under section 5 of
this Act, where the Minister is satisfied that the company-

(a) has at least 10 persons with Bermudian status on its staff;
(b) has persons with Bermudian status employed at aI/levels in the company,
(c) subject to the availability of suitably qualified Bermudians;
(d) provides entry-level positions for persons with Bermudian status;
(e) has programmes in place for developing and promoting persons with Bermudian status; and
(f) exercises employment practices which have not regularly required the intervention of labour
relations officers of the Department of Workforce Development or the Human Rights
Commission."

The companies are as follows:

Question 3: Will the Honourable Junior Minister please table in this Honourable House the guidelines of
directions issued by the Minister under Section 4(4) of the Economic Development Act?

Response 3: There are no guidelines required under this section of the Act.

Ministry of Tourism Development & Transport
Parliamentary Questions
Responses by
The Honourable Shawn Crockwell JP, MP
To questions tabled by
The Hon. Wayne Furbert JP, MP
for
st
21 February, 2014
Q1.

Would the Honourable Minister please inform this Honourable House of the number of
overseas trips the Minister has taken in an official capacity at the taxpayers' expense for the
period December 18, 2012- February 12, 2014?

A1.

Seventeen (17)

Q2.

Would the Honourable Minister inform this Honourable House of the purpose of each trip
and who accompanied him on each trip?

A2.

Please see the related details below.

Q3.

Would the Honourable Minister inform this Honourable House of the total cost of each trip,
itemizing the cost of airfare, accommodations, meals, ground transportation, entertainment
and any per diem allowance for the Minister and those persons, (if any), who may have
accompanied him?

A3.

Please see the related details below.

The Ministry of Finance
____________________________________________________________________________
Ministry of Finance Headquarters

TO:

Mr. E. David Burt, JP, MP
Shadow Minister of Finance

FROM:

The Hon. E. T. Bob Richards, JP, MP
Minister of Finance

DATE:

February 21, 2014

PARLIAMENTARY QUESTIONS

1. Will the Honourable Minister please share with the Honourable House the total
amount of persons contributing to the Contributory Pension Fund at the end of
the last 12 calendar quarters (March 31, 2011 – December 31, 2013)?
The total amount of persons contributing to the Contributory Pension Fund at
the end of the last 12 calendar quarters (March 31, 2011 – December 31, 2013) are
as follows:

Quarter-end
31-Mar-11
30-Jun-11
30-Sep-11
31-Dec-11
31-Mar-12
30-Jun-12
30-Sep-12
31-Dec-12
31-Mar-13
30-Jun-13
30-Sep-13
31-Dec-13

No. of Persons
Contributing to CPF
36,169
35,929
35,732
35,322
35,271
34,464
34,271
33,780
33,562
33,692
33,384
33,137

2. Will the Honourable Minister please share with the Honourable House the total
amount of entities (exempted undertakings, all other categories) filing a payroll
tax return for each of the last 12 payroll tax quarters (April 15, 2011, - January 15,
2014)?
The total amount of entities (exempted undertakings, all other categories) filing a
payroll tax return for each of the last 12 payroll tax quarters (April 15, 2011, January 15, 2014) are as follows:
1

Payroll Tax Filing Statistics
Tax Qtr
Exempt
Local
03/2011
410
4,747
06/2011
416
4,674
09/2011
415
4,574
12/2011
419
4,485
03/2012
417
4,598
06/2012
414
4,544
09/2012
408
4,430
12/2012
415
4,369
03/2013
409
4,485
06/2013
401
4,311
09/2013
396
4,157
*12/2013
* Note that q/e 12/2013 is not fully
processed

3. Will the Honourable Minister please share with the Honourable House by
industry the amount of payroll tax filed but not collected during each of the last
12 payroll tax quarters (April 15, 2011 – January 15, 2014) from hotels,
bars/nightclubs, retail due to the payroll tax relief extended to these industries?
By industry the amount of payroll tax filed but not collected during each of the
last 12 payroll tax quarters (April 15, 2011 – January 15, 2014) from hotels,
bars/nightclubs, retail due to the payroll tax relief extended to these industries is
included in the attached spreadsheet.

2

Official Hansard Report

28 February 2014

727

BERMUDA HOUSE OF ASSEMBLY
OFFICIAL HANSARD REPORT
28 FEBRUARY 2014
10:01 AM
Sitting Number 10 of the 2014 Session

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

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

CONFIRMATION OF MINUTES
21 FEBRUARY 2014
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Members. We
st
have the Minutes of the 21 of February 2014. All
Members should have them. Are there any objections
to those Minutes?
If there are none, then the Minutes are approved.

House, and with particular reference to Standing Order 2, which deals with Conduct of Business; Order
10, Order in the House; Order 11, Members’ Conduct;
Order 17, Questions; Order 18, Manner of Asking and
Answering Questions; and Order 19, Rules of Debate.
I am indeed thankful for the meeting and for
the support of those Members.
Finally, Members, also on Tuesday, February
th
the 24 , I met with MP Nandi Outerbridge to discuss
my concerns about the taping of a conversation involving MP Outerbridge and the Leader of the Opposition. MP Outerbridge was given a verbal warning, and
she expressed that she regretted the matter had come
before this House and offered her apologies, which
were accepted.
Thank you.

MESSAGES FROM THE SENATE

[Minutes of 21 February 2014 confirmed]

MESSAGES FROM THE GOVERNOR
The Speaker: There are none.

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY THE SPEAKER
OR MEMBER PRESIDING
APOLOGIES
The Speaker: I ask all Members to take their seats,
please, for announcements by the Speaker.
I would like to announce first that MP Wayne
Furbert is to be absent, and also MP Kenneth
Bascome is to be absent today.
DECORUM IN HOUSE
The Speaker: Honourable Members, last week I addressed Members regarding my expectation, which
was that Members carry out their business in the
House while maintaining respect, dignity and decorum. Yesterday, I met with the Honourable Premier,
with the Government Whip; and with the Honourable
Opposition Leader, with the Opposition Whip, separately.
I asked those Members to reinforce my words
of last week with their Members and to encourage
their Members to be cognisant of the Standing Orders
which provide the parameters for business in the

The Speaker: There are no messages from the Senate.

PAPERS AND OTHER
COMMUNICATIONS TO THE HOUSE
The Speaker: I recognise the Honourable Minister for
Immigration, the Junior Minister. Minister Sylvan Richards, you have the floor.
Do you have your papers?
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Yes, sir.
Good morning, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Good morning.
BERMUDA IMMIGRATION AND PROTECTION
(LAND-HOLDING CHARGES) AMENDMENT REGULATIONS 2014
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: With the Governor’s
recommendation, and in accordance with section
36(3) of the Bermuda Constitution, I have the honour
to attach and submit for the consideration of the Honourable House of Assembly the Bermuda Immigration
and Protection (Land-Holding Charges) Amendment
Regulations 2014, proposed to be made by the Minister responsible for Home Affairs under section
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102C(1)(a) of the Bermuda Immigration and Protection Act 1956.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Are there any objections to that?
Carry on, Minister, with your next one.
COPYRIGHT AND RIGHTS IN PERFORMANCES
(NOTICE OF SEIZURE) ORDER 2014
COPYRIGHT (BROADCASTING UNDERTAKING)
ORDER 2014
COPYRIGHT (RECORDING FOR ARCHIVES) (DESIGNATED CLASSES AND BODIES) ORDER 2014
COPYRIGHT (INTERNATIONAL ORGANISATIONS)
ORDER 2014
COPYRIGHT (SUBTITLING OF TELEVISION
BROADCASTS AND CABLE PROGRAMMES)
(DESIGNATED BODY) ORDER 2014
COPYRIGHT (LIBRARIANS AND ARCHIVISTS)
(COPYING OF
COPYRIGHT MATERIAL AND LENDING OF COPIES) REGULATIONS 2014
COPYRIGHT (EDUCATIONAL ESTABLISHMENTS)
ORDER 2014
COPYRIGHT (CUSTOMS) REGULATIONS 2014
COPYRIGHT TRIBUNAL RULES 2014
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: 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:
• Copyright and Rights in Performances (Notice
of Seizure) Order 2014;
• Copyright (Broadcasting Undertaking) Order
2014;
• Copyright (Recording for Archives) (Designated Classes and Bodies) Order 2014;
• Copyright (International Organisations) Order
2014;
• Copyright (Subtitling of Television Broadcasts
and Cable Programmes) (Designated Body)
Order 2014;
• Copyright (Librarians and Archivists) (Copying
of Copyright Material and Lending of Copies)
Regulations 2014;
• Copyright (Educational Establishments) Order
2014;
• Copyright (Customs) Regulations 2014;
• Copyright Tribunal Rules 2014.
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There are no objections, so we will move on
to petitions.

PETITIONS
The Speaker: There are none.

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS AND
JUNIOR MINISTERS
The Speaker: I will recognise first the Honourable
Minister for National Security, Minister Dunkley.
BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE MOU WITH
HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Good morning, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Good morning, Minister.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I rise this
morning to give a Statement on the Bermuda Police
Service MOU with the Hampshire Constabulary.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to advise the Honourable House of Assembly about the Bermuda Police
Service partnership with the Hampshire Constabulary.
nd
Honourable Members will be aware that on the 22 of
January 2014, sixteen officers from the Hampshire
Constabulary became special constables for the Bermuda Police Service.
Mr. Speaker, the Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) made between the Hampshire Constabulary and the Bermuda Police Service enabled
the special constables to effectively investigate serious crimes onboard Bermuda-registered vessels following a vessel’s arrival into a Hampshire port.
Mr. Speaker, the MOU’s main goal is to ensure that there are proper, timely and effective responses and investigations into allegations of serious
crime reported on a Bermuda-registered vessel. The
MOU also includes investigations when a person or
persons is reported as missing from a Bermudaregistered vessel when the first port of call following
the report is in the Hampshire police area of authority.
Mr. Speaker, this initiative resulted from the
inclusion of the Princess cruise line, including Carnival
UK, on Bermuda’s shipping registry. International registry protocols require that Bermuda must deal with
the serious crimes that occur on board our registered
vessels. However, it is not always practical and can,
at times, be costly due to logistical matters.
Mr. Speaker, as Bermuda’s shipping vessels
sail out from Southampton, United Kingdom, they are
under the jurisdiction of the Hampshire Constabulary.
And if there are any incidents of crime, it is often their
police officials who receive reports first. Therefore, the
partnership was a natural fit.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Are there any objections to those?
Bermuda House of Assembly
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Mr. Speaker, over the course of a year, discussions took place between the Bermuda Department of Maritime Administration, Government House,
the Bermuda Police Service, the Foreign and Commonwealth Office, and officials from the Princess
cruise line. It was agreed that a partnership with the
Hampshire Constabulary was the best option, as it
would create a number of efficiencies and cost-saving
benefits.
Mr. Speaker, the MOU was signed by the Police and Crime Commissioner for Hampshire, Simon
Hayes, and the Governor of Bermuda, once the terms
were accepted by the UK Home Secretary. Mr.
Speaker, this agreement is unprecedented in both the
UK and Bermuda policing, as it is not just for an individual event or incident, but it allows for co-operation
between the police services on an international level.
The over-riding guiding principle in this MOU is that
the Hampshire Constabulary and the Bermuda Police
Service investigations can operate in parallel, with
maximum co-operation at all times. Additionally, Mr.
Speaker, the MOU runs for a period of 12 months and
is subject to an annual review to ensure that it is still fit
for purpose.
Mr. Speaker, as highlighted by the Police
Commissioner, Michael DeSilva, at the launch of the
initiative, this partnership with the Hampshire Constabulary will allow the Bermuda Police Service to
overcome logistical delays and give the service more
options and means to deploy when a crime is reported, and requires an investigation onboard Bermudaregistered vessels visiting the UK.
Mr. Speaker, thank you for the opportunity.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER
HOUSE VISITORS
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Minister.
Just before we move on to the next Minister, I
would like to recognise in the House two former Members of Parliament. I see former Members Arthur
Pitcher and Stanley Morton in the gallery.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Honourable Minister, Patricia Gordon-Pamplin. Minister
Gordon-Pamplin, you have the floor.
[Statements continued]
MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION INITIATIVE
UPDATE
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I rise this morning to provide this
Honourable House with an update on the Morgan’s
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Point remediation works. Mr. Speaker, the Morgan’s
Point site, as we will know, is located in Southampton
and was formed from three islands, Morgan’s Island,
Tucker’s Island and part of Hamilton Island.
Morgan’s Point was occupied by the US Navy
up until 1995. In conjunction with the Navy’s departure, a number of studies were conducted identifying
areas in need of remediation based on hazardous
waste that was left behind.
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to the below agreements and Acts that have occurred over the preceding
years, the remediation work has been guided by the
following: Morgan’s Point Freehold Agreement, April
2011; Morgan’s Point Leasehold Agreement, April
2011; and Morgan’s Point Resort Act 2011.
Mr. Speaker, to date, the over-arching remediation activities have been as follows: asbestos
abatement, underground tank and fuel pipeline closure, fuel plume remediation, Bassett’s Cave remediation, landfill capping, and shoreline stabilisation.
Mr. Speaker, as you may know, best standard
and practice dictate that all remediation work carried
out must be validated to a very high standard. The
validation process serves to demonstrate that the
risks have been reduced to meet the remediation criteria, and that the risks to human health and environment are deemed to have been minimised based on
specific quantitative assessments.
Mr. Speaker, at this time, I would like to
acknowledge the following, who form the Morgan’s
Point Project Team: Project Manager Vanessa Turner
of Entech Ltd., formerly of the Office of Project Management and Procurement, and Public Works. The
Site Manager is Mr. Stephen Gilbert from the Ministry
of Public Works. The project management consultants
are Bermuda Project Managers Limited (a Bermuda
company), supervising asbestos consultants; Bermuda Water Consultants Ltd. (Bermuda company); and
Carter Technologies (a US company); supervising
remediation consultants, Langan Engineering and Environmental Services (a US company); remediation
advisor, Carter Technologies (a US company).
Mr. Speaker, I would like to inform this Honourable House that the project’s tentative completion
st
for remediation is March 31 , 2016. I also wish to report that the cost of remediation work completed to
date amounts to approximately $5.5 million. I will also
mention, Mr. Speaker, that the total authorised figure
for this project is $38 million.
Mr. Speaker, remediation work completed
thus far encompasses the following:
• extensive preliminary studies and testing to
characterise the remediation sites;
• inspection and verification for ordnance purposes;
• location, inspection and removal of over 25
underground fuel-storage tanks, ranging in
size from 25,000 gallons to 1.5 million gallons;
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location, inspection and removal of fuel pipelines;
removal and bio-remediation preparation of
hydrocarbon-contaminated soils;
asbestos abatement phase one (there are
three phases in total) involving the asbestos
abatement of over 30 structures.

Mr. Speaker, the remediation work currently in
progress includes ongoing validation of the remediation work completed to date, asbestos abatement,
phase two of the three phases of demolition debris,
the development of remedial plans to address the remaining hazards such as Bassett’s Cave and the underground fuel plumes.
Mr. Speaker, you should know that throughout
the Morgan’s Point remediation project, the Office of
Project Management and Procurement aims to maximise the Bermudian contribution and financial stake
in the project by employing a large number of local
firms. This has served to fast-track capital funds directly into the local economy and to stimulate cash
flow.
Mr. Speaker, to date, the major and more extensive remediation work has been carried out by the
following companies: asbestos abatement—AC Management, B&B Fibre Tech, Chilla Inc., Island Construction Services, and TES Ltd. Fuel tank and fuel
line excavation and/or dismantling: Building Blocks
Construction, DNJ Excavating , Island Construction
Services, and Smith Hauling and Excavating.
Mr. Speaker, the contractors mentioned here
represent those larger contractors who successfully
bid and were confirmed to do the work requested.
There were a total of 30 contractors on site who, together with their crew, accounted for the funds expended. While some of the larger contractors identified herein had some foreign consultants, the majority
of workers on the site are Bermudians and/or spouses
of Bermudians.
Mr. Speaker, there are ongoing negotiations
with the owners of Morgan’s Point, which are nearing
completion, and it is anticipated that during this session we will table the Morgan’s Point Amendment Act
in this Honourable House for debate.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Honourable Member.
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QUESTION PERIOD
The Speaker: We have one oral response to a Parliamentary question from Mr. E. D. Burt, on the National Pension scheme for the Minister of Finance.
Sorry, Minister. I am sorry.
The Chair will recognise the Member, MP
Burt.
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, may I ask your leave
that the question be deferred to the next day of meeting?
The Speaker: Absolutely.
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you.
[Pause.]
The Speaker: The next matter is congratulatory
and/or obituary speeches.
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: The Chair will recognise the AG.
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, I did have a question for Minister Dunkley.
The Speaker: It is the time. You are absolutely correct. You are absolutely correct. I am moving too fast
this morning. I apologise.
Yes. We do have questions on the Statements. Thank you, MP Burt, for your remark. And we
now move, and the first question will be in regard to
the MOU Statement by the Minister of Public Safety.
The Chair will recognise MP Walton Brown. Thank
you so much, MP Brown, for getting my attention.
Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I love
when I hear you say that I am absolutely correct.
The Speaker: You were.
Mr. Walton Brown: I hope to hear that more often in
this House.
[Laughter]
An Hon. Member: You have to be correct more often.

[Pause]
[Laughter]
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.

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

QUESTION 1: BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE MOU
WITH THE HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, my question for the
Honourable Minister is, Who initiated this discussion
for the MOU?
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Mr. Walton Brown: My third question, Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: Minister?
The Speaker: Yes?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I will get back to you. I
want to be exactly sure so I do not mislead you on
that.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
MP Brown, right?
Mr. Walton Brown: Okay. Right. So, just to be clear,
you will get back to us on who initiated that discussion?

QUESTION 3: BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE MOU
WITH THE HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY
Mr. Walton Brown: This seems to be a relatively
straightforward MOU, and yet the discussions took
about a year. So what impediments, if any, occurred
in those discussions, multi-party discussions, between
Bermuda, the UK and the police force in the UK?
The Speaker: Minister?

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes. Right.
QUESTION 2: BERMUDA POLICE SERVICE MOU
WITH THE HAMPSHIRE CONSTABULARY

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I am not aware of any impediments. But I will just double-check to make sure
there is nothing that stands in the way.

Mr. Walton Brown: So, Mr. Speaker, the second
question is, How many ships, Bermuda-registered
vessels, depart from Southampton, UK?

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Yes, I recognise the Learned Member, MP
Michael Scott.

The Speaker: Okay. Minister?

Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I think I know what the
Honourable Member means to ask, but it is not clear.
He asks how many ships depart that port each day. I
have no idea. I think he is referring to—

The Speaker: You have a supplementary?

Mr. Walton Brown: Bermuda-registered, Bermudaregistered.
The Speaker: Bermuda-registered, yes.
Mr. Walton Brown: I will have to get back to him. But
the most important ones are the passenger ships, the
cruise ships. And I will get back with an answer on
that.
The Speaker: Okay. Thank you, Minister.

SUPPLEMENTARY
Hon. Michael J. Scott: A supplementary to my colleagues.
What specially qualified the Hampshire Constabulary, as opposed to any other police operation in
the UK, to carry out this mandate?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Yes. I thank the Honourable Member for that question. It is clearly stated in the
Statement. What qualifies them is they are the officers
of responsibility in the surrounding jurisdiction, so it
made common sense to use them.

SUPPLEMENTARY
Mr. Walton Brown: So, the reason why I ask is because this is a very specific MOU with a particular
constabulary in the UK. And Bermuda has a shipping
registry, of which I assume the vast majority do not
depart from Southampton.
So the question, Mr. Speaker, as a supplemental, is, what is the process for handling other serious crimes that may occur on Bermuda-registered
vessels where they don’t dock in Southampton, UK?

The Speaker: Surrounding Southampton. Okay. All
right. Thank you.
I recognise the Honourable Member from
Sandys South. MP Lister, you have the floor.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and
good morning, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Is this a supplementary?
Hon. Terry E. Lister: It is a new question along the
same line.

The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: We will have to send a
police officer from Bermuda to investigate.

The Speaker: All right. Okay.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes.
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Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Not an open bid.
The Speaker: You did not indicate that you wanted to
ask a question previously. That is the only reason.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh. I apologise for that.
The Speaker: It is a supplementary.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Part of the challenge of sitting
way down here is getting the attention way up there.
And I apologise for it.
[Laughter]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am not as young as I used to
be.
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on.
SUPPLEMENTARY
Hon. Terry E. Lister: My question is this. Given the
costs that are involved in the investigation, does the
agreement cap the costs in any way? Or what does
the agreement say about the costs of the investigations?
The Speaker: Minister?

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I will have to get
back to you. These contracts were issued prior to my
taking over, and I do not know the specific answer to
that. But I will certainly find out and let you know.
But I do know that certain aspects have been
bid, certain aspects of the job. And they were managed through the Office of Project Management and
Procurement [OPMP] in terms of who the successful
bidders were for specific areas, such as the asbestos
abatement. I know that we had X number of vendors,
X number of contractors who had bid. And the successful ones were recommended by the OPMP and
then, ultimately, confirmed by Cabinet and the jobs
given to the successful bidders.
The Speaker: Thanks, Minister.
MP Burgess, you have a supplementary on
that?
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Another question.
The Speaker: Another question? Yes. Carry on, sir.
QUESTION 2: MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION
INITIATIVE UP-DATE

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, again I appreciate the question from the Honourable Member. It
is difficult to talk about costs when you do not know
what type of investigation that you have to run. And I
think that question is a bit premature. The agreement
is important because it allows us to put in place something where it helps us logistically to deal with the
challenges that we might face. If something happens
on the high seas, I would not want to speculate what it
is going to cost. We have to investigate, and we have
to deal with it in an appropriate way.
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
All right, MP? Thank you.
We now move to the Statement by the Minister for Public Works. And, MP Lister, you had questions?
MP Burgess, you look like you are ready.
QUESTION 1: MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION
INITIATIVE UP-DATE
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to know from the
Minister, Why was the remediation contract not an
open bid?
The Speaker: Not an open bid, you said?

The Speaker: Minister?

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Has the management
of the remediation work been outsourced?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: There is an advisor, which is Carter Technologies. And there is a supervising consultant, which is Bermuda Water Consultants. So that is all part of the . . . The Public Works
management are responsible for supervising consultant . . . I have been made to understand that that information is incorrect. In which case I will have to
make sure and seek the correct information from the
department. It is the information that I have in the
Statement.
The Speaker: So, I would appreciate it if you would
come back with that.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, I will.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you very much.
I recognise now MP T. E. Lister, from . . .
Thank you, Learned Member, for being so quick to
dock.
QUESTION 1: MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION
INITIATIVE UP-DATE
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, this piece of land we are talking
about is bordered by your constituency and mine.
The Speaker: Yes. We know it very well, Honourable
Member.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: And we are quite familiar with
the site.
Having said that, my question for the Minister
is, Would the Minister agree that Hunt Sanitation, led
by Mr. Nelson Hunt, did considerable work in preparing this site?
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I had a question from MP De Silva. You had
indicated you wanted to ask.
QUESTION 1: MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION
INITIATIVE UP-DATE
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I would like to ask the Minister, Mr. Speaker, if
she has met with the principals of Morgan’s Point onsite, as of yet?
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Yes, I have.

The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: He may very well
have done that. I can get that information and confirm.

The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
I recognise MP Walton Brown.
QUESTION 1: MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION
INITIATIVE UP-DATE

The Speaker: MP Lister?
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay. I will answer the question
myself. It is not may—
The Speaker: No, no, Honourable Member.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am going on to my next question.

Mr. Walton Brown: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, in light of the seeming capitulation of the previous Government to the British Government on this matter, in light of the fact that the
United Kingdom gave away the property to the United
States for a period of time, 99 years—
The Speaker: Question?

The Speaker: Questions. Thank you.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: This one is from the first question.
The Speaker: Thank you.
QUESTION 2: MORGAN’S POINT REMEDIATION
INITIATIVE UP-DATE

Mr. Walton Brown: Will this Government re-initiate
discussions with the UK so that they can take up the
responsibility and the costs of remediation of the
property that was damaged because of the lease that
they entered into with the United States?
The Speaker: Minister? Minister?
[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Terry E. Lister: And the next question is, having
said that, I note that Hunt Sanitation are not referred
to in the report at all, which is a surprise to me. And
you might be able to tell me why that is, given the
amount of work done on-site by Hunt Sanitation; it is
significant work that was done there, massive.
The Speaker: Minister?
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker, and thank you, Honourable Member, for that
question, because certainly it is not our intent to slight
anybody or to overlook anybody. I think that when
asking for information from the civil servants who are
responsible for giving me the information, I have relied
on that information that has come. If it is deficient, I
will ensure that it is corrected.

The Speaker: The Minister has the floor!
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member’s question . . . I would think the negotiations that occurred
would have been done under previous administration.
I would certainly have to find out whether there is any
possibility, but those negotiations would be diplomatic
negotiations, which would be handled by the Premier
and Cabinet Office. I do not think it would come out of
the Works Ministry. But I can certainly find out that
information.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you.
All right. Thank you very much.

The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
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CONGRATULATORY AND/OR OBITUARY
SPEECHES
The Speaker: We now move on to the next matter of
business. And the next business is congratulatory
and/or obituary speeches. And the Chair will recognise first the Honourable and Learned Member, the
Attorney General. Attorney General Pettingill, you
have the floor.

Official Hansard Report

Ground, will join me in attesting to that. He brought
the very best out of advocates and out of lawyers because he demanded nothing less than the very best of
all of us. For that, I am personally eternally grateful.
He was a clever, wise and witty man. I was
very, very fortunate and blessed to get to know him
also on a personal level, as many of us did. I shared a
number of meals with him and his wife, Dace. He was
a naturalist. I remember once in my garden his telling
me about the migratory flight of a Monarch butterfly
that happened to come across us. His depths of
knowledge in a wide range of areas, in addition to the
law, was quite astounding.
He was an award-winning photographer, and
he enjoyed fly-fishing and he enjoyed life. And the one
message I will leave with, Mr. Speaker, if I may, because later on I know that I will be able to make a
longer tribute to Sir Richards in the courts here in a
special sitting, but on one occasion in arriving at his
house for his annual Christmas cocktail party, he
greeted me. And I said, It seems like just yesterday
that I was here for the Christmas party. And he said,
Well, you were, Mark. It goes by so quickly. And next
year, if we are fortunate enough to be here, I will remind you again how quickly it goes.
And the message in that for me, Mr. Speaker,
and one that I carry with me from Sir Richard, was life
is precious. Enjoy every moment as much as you can,
and focus on it. We owe a great debt to that man. And
the biggest loss, the greatest loss that we have, Mr.
Speaker, is the 20 years perhaps of jurisprudence that
he would have brought to the Court of Appeal. That is
the loss, what has passed. So I cannot say enough on
his passing of how sad I am, but also just a tribute to a
great man.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I
am greatly obliged.
I rise on a particularly sad note this morning in
relation to the loss of Sir Richard Ground, the former
Chief Justice of these Islands and appointed Member
of the Court of Appeal. And I associate everyone on
my side in relation, and Members on the other side,
the Honourable Learned Shadow AG, and others.
Mr. Speaker, I had the distinct privilege and
pleasure to get to know Sir Richard from the very first
day he arrived here as a justice, when I had just started my career in the Attorney General’s Chambers
some 20-odd years ago (funny where you end up going back to). And I appeared in front of him, as many
of my colleagues, for that six-year tenure, as I think it
was, and then he left to become the Chief Justice of
Turks and Caicos for a period of six years, and then
returned here as Chief Justice for a period of eight
years. So in all, he gave 14 years of service to this
country.
Anyone who was privileged as a lawyer to appear in front of Sir Richard, especially over a period of
time, will be aware of how much a contribution he
made to the practice of law in this country, how much
he gave to this country with his leadership, with the
development of the system of law, at so many levels
in Bermuda.
Whenever you appeared in front of Sir Rich- The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, honourable
ard Ground . . . I have to say I am not one to really go member.
The Chair will recognise the Honourable Whip
to funerals and things like that because I am a great
of
the
Opposition,
MP Foggo, from St. David’s. You
believer in it is nice to let people know when they are
have
the
floor.
alive. You cannot really talk to a box when it is gone.
And I am happy to rise today in paying tribute to a
man that not so long ago I had the pleasure, when he Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
First, I would like to express condolences for a
was leaving, to stand in front of him and say exactly
very
colourful
figure, who was well known, I think, eswhat I thought of him as a judge and as a person, as
pecially
in
St.
George's, but he was known Islanddid many of my colleagues. And I am very pleased
wide.
And
that
is Alabama Anderson. I would like to
that I got to do that.
associate
the
Honourable Minister Pat GordonSo when I shed a little tear the other night, it
Pamplin
.
.
.
I
would
like to associate everybody.
occurred to me that he would probably be saying,
Okay. That’s enough of that, because that is the way
that he was. I reflected on the fact that I had that op- The Speaker: It looks like the whole House. Everyportunity. And one of the things I said about Sir Rich- body knew Alabama, so the whole House.
ard at that time was that he always made you bring
your “A” game. Without saying it, he insisted on it. Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: That is right. I do not know if
When you were going in front of the Chief, you everyone knows this. He definitely was a gentleman.
brought your “A” game. And I believe that all attorneys He was quite a humourous fellow. He is well known
and all of the attorneys in this House, particularly my for having participated in the marathon. Sometimes
learned friends who appeared in front of Sir Richard you would see him running barefoot. But he was a
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very good athlete. And he always placed very high up
at the finish line. You would see him coming in the first
20, first 30 runners. And St. George's will definitely
miss Alabama.
I can say that his relatives . . . a Member who
sits in another place (that is the Senator Renee Ming)
is one of his nieces. And he comes from a very, very
large family and has quite a few family members who
reside in Somerset, as you probably know, Mr.
Speaker. But he is definitely beloved and will be greatly missed in St. George's.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to express congratulations for St. David’s Primary School on their
science fair; for Clearwater Middle School for their
cultural extravaganza, which went extremely well.
Also, St. George's honoured a senior citizen
yesterday, Ms. Ianthe Pearman, who served in education for 48 years. I would like to associate the Honourable Minister, who was in attendance, and the Shadow Minister, who was also in attendance. It was very
heartwarming to see so many people come out to
share in, I guess, the memoirs that Ms. Ianthe
Pearman created for many of us.
I will say this. It was especially heartwarming
because we got to say thank you to her while she is
still with us. Ms. Pearman will turn 90 this year. And
everybody who spoke, spoke of the fact that she was
a teacher par excellence. And indeed she was. She
taught me. I would dare say that she taught more than
half of the residents in St. George's from about 75 and
down, to her last year, which I think was in 1989.
So, I just wanted to say congratulations to Ms.
Ianthe Pearman.
Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair will recognise the Honourable
Member from Pembroke. MP Susan Jackson, you
have the floor.
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: Thank you, and good morning, Mr. Speaker.
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Arts, Sophia Cannonier, Suzette Harvey. There was
also a mosaic headed up by Ruth Thomas and Leo
Mills, Gary Phillips and—I am sorry, my mind has
gone blank—Ms. Rollins.
The Speaker: Ms. Rollins, yes, yes. Grace Rollins.
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: Grace Rollins. Also, H&H
Gombeys had representation. There were also the
visiting professional dancers of PHILADANCO, which
is headed by a very close and old friend of Louise
Jackson’s, and they came down to Bermuda in order
to celebrate it.
All of this was brought together, as I mentioned, by Conchita Ming. The Bermuda Festival also
had been most generous in helping us to bring that
together, as well as the Corporation of Hamilton. And
there may be so many, all of the people that came
together to help with putting together the technical
aspects of the performance as well.
So, if I have missed out anyone, I really genuinely share my appreciation for all that they did for the
tribute. But I think the most important thing that I
would like to leave as a take-away is that dance in
Bermuda continues on. It is healthy. It is thriving. And
this tribute to Louise Jackson was a very good example that the green shoots are here, that the young
people in Bermuda get it, that she, Louise Jackson,
has left her legacy. She made such an impression on
wonderful people. Suzette Harvey, in particular, just . .
. really, she gets it. And she is inspiring so many
young dancers to move along.
So I am feeling very good that the performing
arts in Bermuda are healthy, that they will continue,
that there is collaboration amongst the schools in
Bermuda and that we will continue to see some highquality expressive dance in Bermuda, moving forward.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Honourable
Member, MP Walter Roban. You have the floor.

The Speaker: Good morning.
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: I would like to send out congratulatory remarks to Conchita Ming, who has put
together a wonderful tribute to Louise Jackson in honour of her contribution to the arts in Bermuda, and
dance in particular. This past Wednesday, there was a
lovely full-house tribute at City Hall. And it was an opportunity for Bermuda’s young talented dancers to get
together and express not only, I believe, their appreciation for Louise Jackson’s contribution to dance, but
also to celebrate her life and what she gave not only
to the community here in Bermuda, but to these dancers.
So there were a number of them. And I would
like to acknowledge the Jackson School of Performing

Mr. Walter Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I would like to firstly send congratulations to
th
the Grace Church, who on January 19 had a rededication for their centuries-plus-old church, which was,
quite commendably, [refurbished with] work done with
the assistance of the Department of Corrections. Also
at this rededication was the Minister for National Security, Mr. Dunkley. I know that there was quite a lot of
public attention given to the work that the quite skilled
gentlemen from the Corrections hall assisted the
church with on the refurbishment of their pews and
other woodwork, which is quite old and needed very
sensitive care and attention. And it showed the level
of craftsmanship and excellence that many of these
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gentlemen, who are obviously incarcerated, have
been able to develop for themselves.
So I would like to ensure that they get a congratulatory remark, and also give credit to the Minister
and his team at Corrections, who assisted them with
this process. Of course, the Minister would like to be
associated with that, because he was there at the service, and myself, and it was a very good event. I am
sure he will agree, and happy to have seen, certainly,
a collaboration with a local institution like the Grace
Church with the Department of Corrections.
The last congratulatory remark I would like to
give is to something that I saw just recently on
Bernews. And it relates to a small eatery, which actually is in my district, Art Mel. And a certain food blog
gave quite a commendable identification to the fish
sandwich of Art Mel as being the best on earth. This
was featured in the Bernews website just recently,
and I think most people perhaps in this House would
agree that Art Mel’s fish sandwiches are divine. And I
do not use that spiritual word very often. But their fish
sandwiches are divine. I do not eat them often because I try and be very manageable with what I eat.
But I do have their fish dinners and keep the starches
low.
But I cannot not associate my colleague, Michael Weeks, who when he came into the House, Art
Mel was in his district. But I now have the benefit of
having it in my district. So we share ownership of Art
Mel in that community. But it is important, I think, to
give tribute to our eateries that are Bermudian in their
flavor, Bermudian in their character and Bermudian in
their presentation. And I look forward to the Tourism
Minister and his people at the Authority doing more to
profile our small eateries across the Island for our visitors to take advantage of.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise Premier
Cannonier. You have the floor.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I certainly would like to be associated and
added to the condolences for Alabama, from St.
George's. I myself, having spent many primary years
in school in St. George's, have some very fond memories of Alabama, especially when he would show up to
the school on Sports Day to compete against everyone.
[Laughter]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: To the family, I also want
to recognise that in the visitors’ chambers, Senator
Renee Ming is here. So, our condolences to you and
the family on this loss.
One of the other things I would like to . . . Last
week, we had Clarice Francis Lindley, 105 years old,
just pass away. Maybe she was eating Art Mel’s fish

Official Hansard Report

sandwiches or something; I am not sure, but—
Devonshire loquats?
[Laughter]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: But that is phenomenal, to
have that many years (I associate the Deputy, Michael
Dunkley, as well) 105 years, knowing the fact that the
average age for Bermudians is about 78 to 80. To live
for 105 years is just phenomenal. So, to the family we
give our condolences. We also recognise that she
was an avid violinist and also a Tai Chi enthusiast as
well. She also played bridge twice a week. Also, my
Aunt Gertie was very fond of Ms. Lindley, who spends
a lot of time at the bridge club as well.
I would like to also be associated with the remarks about Sir Richard Ground, who has passed
away. And really just shortly, from the many comments that I have heard from the last couple of days, it
is clear that Sir Richard was admired and respected
by all who knew him professionally and by those fortunate enough to call him friend. So, to the family we
give our greatest condolences.
Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Premier.
The Chair now recognises 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 have a few congratulations I
want to offer this morning. I will try and get through
them as quickly as possible.
The Speaker: Yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: First and foremost, over the
Christmas period, Tucker’s Point saw fit to promote
two Bermudian managers. Paul Telford, whom I know
you know quite well, has been appointed as House
Manager, and Esan Fredericks as Director of Rooms.
Both of these men bring many years of experience.
Mr. Telford has been in the industry about 16 years.
Esan Fredericks, as you recall, was a very young man
who became the Managing Director of Stonington
Beach Hotel. Leaving there, he went into Immigration,
served under you and myself, and then now into
Tucker’s Point. So I want congratulations to be sent to
both.
Secondly, Dr. Kyjuan Brown, whom I think
many of us know, has recently opened his practice on
North Shore, the Northshore Medical and Aesthetics
Centre. And I know he’s still a doctor. I go to him as a
doctor. But his practice has extended far beyond that.
I think he’s making Geoffrey Butler-Durrant famous on
Facebook for weight loss. If any of you have been on
Facebook and seen him and his ads, he has got all
sorts of things going on down at that clinic. So I want
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to extend my congratulations to a very young man.
And I want to add two MP’s from the area, MP Roban
and MP Weeks. This young man has really got getup-and-go and a desire to serve his community.
Thirdly, Mr. Speaker, you know I believe in
young people. I want to extend congratulations to Ms.
Kayla Raymond and LeiLanni Nesbeth. These two
young ladies were selected to go to South Africa from
th
th
the 6 to the 20 of February to be part of the Bermuda under-14 cricket team. So I think that is quite an
accomplishment. There are some who think girls
should not be playing cricket, girls should not play
football. I tell you what; I am not one of those! In fact,
you and I were big fans of the West Indies Cricket.
Thank God the women’s team exists! I do not want to
say anything about the men’s team.
[Laughter]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Fourthly, Mr. Speaker, I
watched the news last night, and I was impressed. I
was impressed with Calon Minors. Now, his dad sits in
this House on many occasions. I do not see him today. His dad is Clarke Minors, Reverend Clarke Minors. His mother is Ms. Beverley Minors.
Young Mr. Minors has been awarded the
scholarship to the University of South Carolina to play
soccer. He made a speech last night that was beyond
his years. I had to just stop and listen to this young
man. He talked about going into Berkeley as a firstyear, wanting to come out and graduate, going to university. He said it was about hard work. He is known
to be a really good soccer player, but he said, The
truth is, there are other players better than me here in
this school, but they have not applied themselves.
And I have been trying to encourage them.
I said, My word, we have got to get this young
man in front of a microphone more often. He is impressive.
Lastly, Mr. Speaker, all you Glebe bies, pay
attention. On Tuesday gone, Delta Dolly Tucker, our
th
headmistress, celebrated her 98 birthday, and I know
that all the Glebe people in here would like to extend
congratulations to her.
The Speaker: Absolutely. Right. Thank you. Thank
you very much.
The Chair is going to recognise the Deputy
Speaker, from constituency 4, MP RobertsHolshouser. My MP, are you not?
Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser: Thank you. Yes,
I certainly am and very proud of that, Mr. Speaker.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for giving me the
opportunity. Without a doubt, I think all of us will
acknowledge and appreciate the fact that Bermudians
are exceptionally talented. We have already heard
one of my colleagues mention the talent of dance. I
stand to my feet today to recognise the talent of art,
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and that being the one of Lexy Correia. She is the part
owner, together with her husband, of DNA Creative
Shoppe. Lexy was the artist who has had her application accepted at the Royal Society of Portrait Painters.
Thank you—I recognise Member Brown, who would
like to be associated.
This is a very special opportunity, to be recognised by the Royal Society of Portrait Painters. Participants who take the time to create their portraits
enter in a two-form stage, one of them through digital,
because of the cost, the exorbitant cost of actually
framing their art. That is the first entry. Once they are
accepted, the artist then goes about framing their artwork. In this particular case, Lexy took a period of just
over six months to create her artistic artwork of the
portrait of Déjon Simmons.
This portrait, I believe, can be seen on Front
Street, outside DNA. She used a technique which approximately only 100 to 150 artists around the world
use. And the technique took so long because it was a
matter of layer after layer, letting that layer dry, then
re-applying. But for her ability to not only get Bermuda
on the map, but to get herself on the map as being
accepted, her piece of art will travel to London and be
on display.
Normally, there are only approximately . . . I
believe this year there were only 120 participants, in
addition to, of course, the members of the Royal Society of Portrait Painters. So we are all very, very proud
that not only has her talent been recognised outside of
Bermuda, but I do encourage her talent to be recognised in Bermuda by her own people.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair is going to recognise the Honourable Member from Warwick. 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
those in the listening audience.
Often, in the House of Assembly, we stand to
congratulate people in the sports community, sportsmen and sportswomen. And I have to be associated
with my colleague, your MP, Suzanne RobertsHolshouser, who has already congratulated Lexy
Correia.
It is important in any community that we do
recognise sports and art. They are equally important.
And on that note, I associate myself with congratulations for Lexy Correia, who has done this painting of
my dear friend, Déjon Simmons, who I deeply admire
for many reasons. As has already been stated, this is
the Royal Society of Portrait Painters’ annual exhibition, and the title of the painting is Phoenix. What is
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awesome about this is the fact that 75 to 100 spots
are reserved for members, and then 75 to 100 spots
are given to people internationally. And this year, over
2,000 people had applied. And our very own Lexy
Correia was accepted.
The Royal Society of Portrait Painters has
been in existence since 1891, and Her Majesty the
Queen is their patron. This prestigious UK show will
th
take place at the Mall Galleries between May 8 and
rd
May 23 , and I do encourage any Bermudians living
in London and the surrounding areas, or traveling to
UK at that time, to go and support one of our own.
As already was alluded to, Lexy took six
months to do this. And as my friend Déjon had said,
he was stunned by the artist’s talent. So once again, I
take my hat off to the talent and achievement of Lexy
Correia.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Lastly, Mr. Speaker, I would like to also have
congratulations sent to the BIU [Bermuda Industrial
Union], who were sponsors of the profiles of black
Bermudians which were showcased on ZBM during
February’s Black History Month. I must admit I do
hope that lots of young people saw them, because
being able to see the profiles of people like Calvin
“Bummy” Symonds, Louise Jackson, Lois BrowneEvans, L. Frederick Wade, to name a few, reminded
me of the very broad diverse [group of] individuals
who have helped Bermuda get to where it is today. So
I would like to have the House send those congratulations to these three persons.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you, Honourable
Member.
The Chair is going to take . . . I am going to go
all the way down to the end and take the Honourable
Member from Pembroke. MP Jeanne Atherden, you
have the floor.

Mr. Glen Smith: Good morning, Mr. Speaker.

Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I rise today to ask the House to send congratulations to the organisers of the health care symposium that was held last week. This symposium is a collaborative effort of the Bermuda Health Council, the
Ministry of Health, and the Bermuda Hospitals Board.
And it was put together to enable Bermudian physicians working in the community to be able to get together and talk about what is important for health
care.
I would like to think that the aims of the organisers were achieved, which was to make sure that
there was an interactive discussion with the speakers.
So I would like to send congratulations. I think one of
the prime organisers, who was Dean Parris, made
sure that everyone who was there appreciated and
got a great chance to talk to persons from around the
world.
Mr. Speaker, I would also like to have congratulations sent to Mr. Kenneth DeFontes on his retirement as the Managing Director of DeFontes
Broadcasting, which operates VSB channel number
11. I must say that Mr. DeFontes and VSB, I always
believe, were quite innovative in what they used to do.
I like the idea of having a 7:30 news and then an 8:30
news, because invariably we never got out of here in
enough time to make the 7:30, but I could catch the
8:30 news. Mr. Speaker, I know that they were also
innovative in terms of introducing news tips, which
enabled people to [receive] information and keep
them on top of the news. I know that MP Glen Smith
would like to be associated with those remarks.

The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair is going to recognise the Honourable Member, Glen Smith.

The Speaker: Good morning.
Mr. Glen Smith: This weekend was a beehive of activity in my constituency, particularly up around the
National Stadium area and CedarBridge Academy.
First of all, I would like to congratulate the Telford
th
Electric Company for hosting their 19 Magic Mile this
week, and I would like to associate the Honourable
Shadow Minister from Health, and I guess we would
like to associate all the Members of the House here.
th
As I said, this is the 19 year. They had over
901 entrants at this event. I am sure a number of my
colleagues here have had their children or their nieces
and nephews run this. It is quite amazing to be there
and feel, not only from the children running, but also
from the parents cheering their children to win. But it
is a great event, lots of smiling faces, lots of cheering.
And it is just one spectacular event. We could all learn
from that.
The other company I would like to send congratulations to this morning is to Coldwell Banker.
th
They ran their 12 annual home show this weekend,
which had over 60 exhibitors, a number of entrepreneurs, a number of local firms that were showing their
products that could go into homes. I have also been
made to believe there were over 3,000 participants at
this show this weekend.
In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would also like to
congratulate young Anna Mackenzie. She was just
recently in the newspaper. She has just developed or
invented or put together a breakfast product by the
name of Cuckoo, which she will be showing at Miles
Market this weekend. She is 24 years old. She has
gone off to the UK with a partner to develop this
breakfast, which is a yogurt, healthy berries and nuts.
And they have managed to get it into the major chain
of Selfridges, which is no small feat within itself. So
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you can well imagine, here is a young talented Bermudian stepping up to the global world challenges.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker, for your time.
The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair will now recognise . . . You want to
be recognised later, I am sure.
The Chair will now recognise . . . You have
been waiting a long time. Honourable Member Sylvan
Richards, you have the floor.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I rise to my feet this morning to offer condolences
to the family of the late Mr. Edwin Lynn Lambert, but
everybody knew him as Lynn. I knew him as Lynn.
Lynn was a very popular gentleman. I worked with him
a few years ago at Ace Insurance Company. And we
always shared a laugh. He was a guy, when I walked
into the office and I saw Lynn in the hallways, we
would often start giggling at each other before we
even said a word. It just was a nice way to start the
day.
Lynn was also a member of Cornerstone Bible
Fellowship, which is my home church. I used to see
him there on occasion. And Lynn’s family, the Lamberts, are a very well-known family in Warwick out in
Jones Village. He was one of 13 siblings, Mr. Speaker, and he was also a twin. I am a little younger than
Lynn, but I remember seeing him and his family, his
brothers and sisters, coming from the village and
walking down Khyber Pass to catch the bus. And they
were very . . . how can I put it? They stood out. They
were a big family, good-looking people, and they always had big Afros (this was back in the 1970s), so
they were a very distinctive family. So I just want to
offer condolences to the Lamberts on their loss. Yes, I
associate MP Lister. Lynn was a son, he was a father,
grandfather. The family has something like 13 nieces.
It is just a lot of big family. So I offer my condolences
to the Lambert family.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you.
The Chair now will recognise the Honourable
Member from St. George's, constituency number 2.
MP Nandi Outerbridge, you have the floor.
Ms. Nandi Outerbridge: Good morning, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Good morning.
Ms. Nandi Outerbridge: I rise to my feet to send
condolences to the family of Ms. Lois Burt. She is actually the mother-in-law of my uncle, Wendall Brown. I
would like to associate the Minister of Public Works as
well. She was a very sweet lady, and she enjoyed
Christmas dinner. That is what I remember, vaguely,
of her. I am very happy to have been able to share
conversations with her over those Christmas holidays.
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I would also like to associate myself with the
congratulations of Mr. Calon Minors. It is always great
to see young rising Bermudian stars, and he was a
very impressive player at the BSSF [Bermuda School
Sports Federation] All Star game back in January.
And it is great that he was recognised for that.
I would like to also associate myself with the
condolences of Alabama. I remember Alabama when I
used to have one of my first jobs, braiding hair down
at Fort St. Catherine’s Beach in St. George's. So he
was very colourful, always kept us entertained. And I
would definitely like to extend condolences to his family, and again, to Senator Renee Ming, who is in the
gallery.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you.
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 would like to offer condolences to the family
of a former Somerset Cup Match fast bowler, Bermuda player and Devonshire Rec Club player, Anthony
“Pacer” Edwards, who, of course, recently passed,
succumbing to his injuries from a motorcycle accident.
I would like to associate the Member Lister, my Shadow, to Pacer Edwards.
Also, I would like to offer congratulations to a
former teammate of mine, Ms. Flora Duffy, of course,
who recently last weekend just won the Totalsports
XTERRA Championships in South Africa, representing Bermuda and making us proud. Also I would like
to associate the Shadow Minister of Sport, Member
Weeks.
Also, boxer Nikki Bascome, just made his professional debut, at the Highlands County Fair Convention Center in Sebring, Florida, with a unanimous decision in his win.
I would also like to congratulate the Bermuda
tennis team, which just finished competing in Santo
Domingo, the DR [Dominican Republic], where they
won three matches against Jamaica and placed third
in the boys 16-group C division. We have some very
talented young tennis players. I would like to associate my colleague, who is a tennis player herself, the
Minister Pat Gordon-Pamplin.
And I would just like to be associated with the
remarks on Calon Minors, as well. I, too, was listening
last night. And not only seeing just this young man
getting a scholarship, which is phenomenal, and I
think is something that more of our students should
strive toward, but just, again, I think he called it right
out. There is a lot of talent in Bermuda. You keep
thinking, especially our young men, that we have got
enough time, we have got enough time. But that time
comes and goes real quickly. So, you know, just setting his eyes on that goal over the last four years at
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Berkeley and getting that scholarship is a phenomenal
thing. It should make us all proud.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Minister of
Health, Minister Moniz.
Hon. Trevor G. Moniz: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Indeed, I would just like to be associated with
the congratulations to the team that organised the
health symposium at Southampton Princess on Saturday. It was very well organised, not only by the paid
organisers, but by volunteer organisers. Mrs. Kathy
Gibbons was very pivotal on that. We had excellent
guest speakers in Dr. Brenner and Dr. Roland Griggs,
and I would like to thank them for their participation.
We had some 54 physicians who were registered. It
was an excellent turnout to look at health reform as
we go forward with a new health strategy. And I would
like to thank everyone who was involved and who attended. And also Dr. Victor Scott, who acted as moderator for the day.
In addition to that, I would like to be associated with the condolences to the family of Sir Richard
Ground, our past Chief Justice, particularly to his widow, Dace Ground, and to his family. He did a great
service to Bermuda, as everyone knows. And he was
a very, very intelligent man. It was very important jurisprudence that he brought to Bermuda. He really
stood out. The Attorney General spoke to the very
high standards that Sir Richard brought to Bermuda.
But he was always, above all else, a very kind and
gentle man. It was very rare, and I certainly never
heard him say a harsh word. So, I think he brought
elements to Bermuda jurisprudence that really lifted it.
And I would like to give my condolences to his family.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you very much.
The Chair will now recognise the Minister for
Economic Development.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: And Education, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: And Education. Please excuse me.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Yes. Mr. Speaker.
Actually, I would like to start there. And good morning.
The Speaker: Good morning.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I would like to ask
that congratulations be sent to Purvis Primary School
th
on their 13 annual science fair—I had the pleasure of
being up there the other night—and to the principal,
Judith Alexander. And I was taken around by the head
girl, first name is Skye [Minors]; I do not remember the
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last name. But a very impressive event, Mr. Speaker.
Some Members will have seen the picture of Sen
Place, who was on the cover of the Gazette yesterday, talking about pollution at Warwick Pond.
It is interesting, Mr. Speaker. I think you
would, obviously, understand this as well. When you
go around and you see the presentations that were
made by the students—and this goes all the way from
P-2 up through P-6—the amount of parental involvement, which is something I think we are all striving for
in the public school system, the fact that these students need to have good presentation skills to get
across the concepts behind what actually their project
is all about, it is a really very positive thing.
I know St. David’s Primary had a science fair
here as well. But when you actually see some of these
students in action, particularly the younger ones who
were describing to me how they were looking at a project, counting the number of seeds in small pumpkins
or large pumpkins, and extrapolating as to which
should have more seeds, this is a P-2 student, it really
is a good developmental effort. So I would like to congratulate the Purvis Primary School, as well as the
science leader, Crystal Lucas, for this effort.
Mr. Speaker, while I am on my feet, I would
also like to be associated with the congratulations to
the former educator, Ianthe Pearman. The Honourable Whip mentioned that this was an extraordinary
commitment by an educator. She served from 1941 to
1989 at East End Primary, and obviously made a
huge contribution based on the number of students
and others that came out yesterday to talk about her
commitment and her contribution to their education. I
think we ought to do a better job in recognising former
educators and really giving them the position they deserve in this community. Mr. Simons would like to be
associated with those congratulations and the tribute
to Ianthe Pearman.
While I am on my feet, I would also like to be
associated with the congratulations from my honourable colleague, Jeanne Atherden, to the organisers of
the health care symposium; to the Minister as well,
who I thought gave a very impressive speech setting
out the direction forward in health care. This was last
Saturday morning. The Premier, opened it. And, as he
said, we had some very interesting speakers. Jeff
Brenner, who is a physician in the Camden [New Jersey] area, who is actually internationally recognised.
He is a MacArthur scholar, recognised for looking at
the connection between those who make the most
claims in a health care setting and some of the issues
behind that. It is like hot-spotting. But it gave some
extraordinary statistics, where 30 per cent of the
claims in his area were a consequence of 1 per cent
of the patients he saw.
Finally, Mr. Speaker, I would ask to be associated with the condolences to Richard Ground, who,
as honourable colleagues have said, has made an
enormous contribution to jurisprudence in Bermuda,
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and Lois Burt as well, who worked with my family
business for many years.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: I will recognise first the Honourable
Minister of Finance. Minister Bob Richards, you have
the floor.

The Speaker: Thank you very much, Honourable
Member.
That concludes congratulatory and obituary
speeches.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I am introducing the following Bills, which,
according to section 36(3) of the Bermuda Constitution, require the Governor’s recommendation so that
they may be placed on the Order Paper for the next
day of meeting.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER

The Speaker: Yes?

HOUSE VISITOR
The Speaker: Just before we move on, I want to just
recognise one of our distinguished clergy in the
House. Reverend Tweed I see there. Nice to see you
in the place. Thank you for your presence.
[Desk thumping]

MATTERS OF PRIVILEGE
The Speaker: The next order is Matters of Privilege.

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS
The Speaker: There are no personal explanations.

NOTICES OF MOTIONS FOR THE
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE
ON MATTERS OF URGENT
PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
The Speaker: There are none.

ANNOUNCEMENTS BY SPEAKER
HOUSE VISITORS
The Speaker: I do not think I did recognise the Honourable Member from the Senate, who is also from
the Senate. Her name was mentioned several times.
But it is good to see you in the House as well, Senator
Ming.
Oh, goodness, I see another Senator. You
snuck in behind me. Everybody is sneaking in.

RESTAURANTS (TEMPORARY CUSTOMS DUTY
RELIEF) AMENDMENT ACT 2014
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The first one is the Restaurants (Temporary Customs Duty Relief) Amendment Act 2014.
HOTELS (TEMPORARY CUSTOMS DUTY RELIEF)
AMENDMENT ACT 2014
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Also, the Hotels (Temporary Customs Duty Relief) Amendment Act 2014.
CORPORATE SERVICE PROVIDER BUSINESS
AMENDMENT ACT 2014
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am also introducing the
following Bill so that it may be placed on the Order
Paper for the next meeting, the Corporate Service
Provider Business Amendment Act 2014.
The Speaker: Right. Thank you very much, Minister.
Are there any objections?
Any objections to those Bills moving forward?
The next Member I recognise is the Honourable S. D. Richards, You have the floor.
MUNICIPALITIES AMENDMENT ACT 2014
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Mr. Speaker, I am introducing the following Bill, which according to section
36(3) of the Bermuda Constitution, requires the Governor’s recommendation, so that it may be placed on
the Order Paper for the next day of meeting: the Municipalities Amendment Act 2014.

[Laughter]

CHARITIES ACT 2014

The Speaker: I have got to be careful. Senator
Woolridge is here as well. Thank you.
The House is full today.

INTRODUCTION OF BILLS

LABOUR RELATIONS AMENDMENT ACT 2014
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Mr. Speaker, I am also
introducing the following Bills so that they may be
placed on the Order Paper for the next day of meeting: The Charities Act 2014, and the Labour Relations
Amendment Act 2014.
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The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Are there any objections to those Bills being
laid?
There are none.

ANNOUNCEMENT BY SPEAKER
HOUSE VISITOR
The Speaker: The Chair will also recognise another
Senator who has come in. I hope they get to the Senate tomorrow. They spend a lot of time up here. But I
see Senator Diallo Rabain . . . the next day, the next
day that they meet.

OPPOSITION BILLS
The Speaker: There are no Opposition Bills.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BILLS
The Speaker: No private Members’ Bills.

NOTICES OF MOTIONS
The Speaker: No notices of motion.

ORDERS OF THE DAY
The Speaker: We move now to Orders of the Day,
consideration of the Motion for the approval of the Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for the Year
2014/15, together with the Budget Statement in support thereof.
I will recognise, first of all, the Minister of Finance, Minister Bob Richards.

MOTION
MOTION FOR THE APPROVAL OF THE ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE FOR
THE YEAR 2014/15
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I move that the Estimates of
Revenue and Expenditure for the Year 2014/15 be
approved. I am allowed to make no comments, but I
will reserve those for later.
Thank you very much.
The Speaker: Absolutely. Okay. All right. The Minister
will not speak at this moment.
So, the Chair will now recognise the Honourable Member, the Shadow Minister of Finance, from
constituency number 18. MP E. David G. Burt, you
have the floor.
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REPLY TO THE BUDGET STATEMENT
Mr. E. David Burt: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and good
morning to you.
The Speaker: Good morning to you.
Mr. E. David Burt: Good morning to Members of the
House, the Honourable House, those of the members
of the public listening on the radio and also those listening worldwide via www.parliament.bm.
Mr. Speaker and Honourable Members of the
House of Assembly, it is a distinct honour and indeed
a privilege to reply to the Budget Statement on behalf
of the Opposition Progressive Labour Party.
I do so at a time when our country is facing
profound internal challenges and numerous external
threats. The combination of both poses great risk to
our very existence as a stable and prosperous democracy. The threats faced are not threats to the PLP;
they are not threats to the OBA; they are threats to
everyone who calls this Island home. If we do not
work together to meet these threats and challenges,
our people will suffer.
Mr. Speaker, today I will speak about the past,
the present, and the future. I will reply to the Budget
Statement, and I will discuss the challenges that we
as a country face and the urgent need for a bold vision of economic diversification and transformation for
our Island home—a vision that, for the second consecutive year, the One Bermuda Alliance have failed
to articulate. I will share our party’s ideas for the
growth, diversification, education and empowerment
of Bermuda and its people. I will echo the calls for
more focus on revenue by forming a RAGE Commission. Finally, I will again call for a thorough examination of our country’s broken immigration system and
call for all stakeholders to play a part in getting Bermuda working again.
Economic Review
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, as much as I would
like to agree with the Minister of Finance that Bermuda is “turning the corner,” it would seem that the Minister is making premature declarations of economic
recovery. The data show that our economy continues
to be in a very precarious position and is getting
weaker, not stronger.
Employment
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, recently, the Labour
Force Survey 2013 indicated that the unemployment
rate had dropped to 7 per cent. This should be welcome news for anyone seeking a job, but there is still
a problem. The drop in the unemployment rate was
less of a function of more people working and more of
a function of people giving up looking for work! In fact,
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621 people left the workforce during this time as compared to 115 people who found a job. What this
means, Mr. Speaker, is that out of the 736 people who
were no longer measured as unemployed, 621 of
them, or 84 per cent, did not find work; they just
stopped looking for it! This is not a positive trend.
Mr. Speaker, there are more measures of
employment in the economy, and the one that is most
widely cited is the Annual Employment Survey. The
Annual Employment Survey is the best measure of
jobs in the economy because it is conducted annually
and all businesses with paid employees are required
to participate in the survey, under the Statistics Act.
The results from the 2013 Annual Employment Survey were first revealed in the National Economic Report, tabled in this Honourable House last
week. The figures reported that the economy shed a
further 921 jobs in 2013! This statistic directly contradicts the OBA’s narrative that Bermuda is “turning the
corner”; in fact, Mr. Speaker, it would be more apt to
say that we are stuck in reverse.
Mr. Speaker, there is clearly more work to do,
and I would encourage the One Bermuda Alliance
Government to highlight all of the economic indicators—and not just cherry-pick the ones that support
their argument—to provide a complete picture of what
is happening in our economy. The Bermuda economy
is still shedding jobs, and that should concern all of
us.
Company Registrations and Payroll Tax
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, last Friday, the Honourable Minister also detailed statistics about the encouraging signs of growth in company incorporations.
We welcome any increase in this number, but once
again, the Honourable Minister’s statistics may not tell
the entire story. It is important for Bermudians to know
that many incorporations do not create a single job.
An example would be a local company that is created
by a law firm as a holding company because a billionaire from Russia or China would like to register his
aircraft on the Bermuda Register. These companies,
though they show up in statistics, do not create jobs.
Last week, I received answers to Parliamentary Questions on two statistics that present a more accurate
measure of current trends in the economy. These
were: the number of persons paying into the Contributory Pension Fund; and the number of companies that
were actually filing payroll tax returns.
Mr. Speaker, as can be seen in the following
chart, at the end of 2013, there were 643 fewer persons contributing to the Contributory Pension Fund (or
Social Insurance) than in the fourth quarter of last
year. This speaks to continued contraction in the job
market.
Mr. Speaker, the next set of figures deals with
companies that file payroll tax returns. This statistic is
a good measure of what we would call physical pres-
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ence companies, with at least one employee. The data here is also discouraging, as the figures for the last
four quarters available show a 5 per cent reduction in
exempted companies that are filing returns.
In addition, Mr. Speaker, the number of local
companies filing a payroll tax return also declined by 5
per cent over the last four quarters.
The Minister of Finance also referred to other
statistics to make his argument that the economy is
turning the corner, but those claims are equally as
dubious. He pointed to a 7 per cent increase in container volumes; however, the data show that container
volume has only increased by 0.7 per cent.
Mr. Speaker, the data I have highlighted point
to the continued frailty of our economy. The Minister is
wrong to declare the economy is “turning the corner”;
if anything, we are stuck in neutral. This means that
we must ensure that our policies support the economy
so that we can move to a positive growth trajectory.
Sadly, the OBA’s Budget does not do that, and instead of pushing us forward to recovery, the cuts will
shift our economy into reverse.
The OBA Budget
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I will now review the
One Bermuda Alliance Budget. The spending cuts the
Minister has outlined represent an austere approach
to deficit reduction and will harm our economy. Before
I turn to the details of the Budget, I must address
some of the surprising statements arising from the
Minister’s Budget Statement.
An Attack on Business?
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I am certain that the
spirits that haunt these halls were amused and astonished, in turn, to hear a Minister of Finance from that
side of the political divide slam the banks, BELCO and
the 60/40 rule all in one fell swoop. Three cornerstones of the House that Jack Built and a trinity of
UBP/OBA economics in a few short sentences were
reduced to rubble and made enemies of the people
and progress.
[Desk thumping]
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, that was the most
historic portion of the Minister's Statement and was a
revelation that the One Bermuda Alliance is at war
with itself and with its core values. The unfortunate
thing for Bermuda and her people is that, as groundbreaking as the Minister's statements are, they ring
hollow because they lack any commitment to breaking
the cycle which the Minister and his Government have
suddenly discovered as unjust.
Mr. Speaker, the 60/40 rule did not become
an economic burden in 2013. The banks did not start
squeezing this economy in 2013. And BELCO did not
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get expensive starting in 2013, either. So the Minister's inclusion of these pillars of an economy that he
and his current party, and its forefather, the UBP,
have traditionally defended on some sort of warm-up
hit list is ironic and, again, rings exceedingly hollow.
Where was the Minister’s outrage towards the banks
and BELCO when he sat on this side of the House?
Where was his leadership and voice at that time?
Mr. Speaker, permit me to parenthetically observe that, had a PLP Minister uttered anything like
what the Minister of Finance had said, singly or all
together, the banner headlines and boardroom narrative would have been the old tried and tested, “They
don't understand business,” or better still, Mr. Speaker, “They are unfriendly and unwelcoming to business.”
One only need to cast our minds back to December 2012, when a member of this party who sat in
another place called out the business community and
was relentlessly attacked in the print media and treated to headlines like, “Businesses hit back at Ingham”
or “Bermuda does not need anti-business rhetoric” or
“Perpetuating the Exodus.” See, Mr. Speaker, it is
okay for the OBA to say it, but dare not let it come
from the Progressive Labour Party.
Mr. Speaker, the Progressive Labour Party
does understand business, and we have been friendly
to business, sometimes to an extent that has not benefited or pleased the core of our support. The tax exemptions so sought after by developers are PLP creations; the payroll tax relief for hotels, restaurants and
retail are PLP creations; the land policies that stimulated the real estate market are PLP creations. Our
business credentials are clear. The difference with us,
Mr. Speaker, is that we believe that tough talk must be
accompanied by action.
The people of Bermuda demand that this
Government do more than wag their fingers at banks
who are continually frustrating their customers. Where
a man cannot deposit his cheque drawn on one bank
at another bank, but must deposit it, wait for it to clear
and be late in meeting his commitments, he needs
more than words or ongoing discussions with the
banking sector. Where young couples earning sizeable salaries between them cannot secure the financing to start a new business or invest in their first
home, they need equity and justice, and not just a telling-off in the Budget Statement.
Mr. Speaker, BELCO is doing what a business is meant to do—improving its bottom line to the
benefit of its shareholders. What is missing is the creation of a regulatory environment that imposes a social conscience on this monopoly. That is the Government's responsibility on behalf of the people. So, I
welcome the Minister's pledge to engage the Regulatory Authority—a PLP creation—to assist in this aim. I
also wish him luck as he battles the opposition within
his own party who may have a vested interest to preserve that monopoly power. To hear the Minister of
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Finance tell it, he is poised to right a historic wrong in
ending the 60/40 rule. He conjured up the oligarchy
and their protectionist policies as the rationale for
dealing a fatal blow to what he terms as an outdated
economic practice.
Mr. Speaker, I can only say to the Minister:
Welcome to the twenty-first century! But I must observe how things change. Just 14 years ago, the thenPLP Minister of Finance was forced to deny any
change in the 60/40 rule when the mouthpiece of the
old oligarchy, the Mid-Ocean News, suggested that
the PLP Government had assaulted this treasured
rule in an exercise of black economic empowerment.
My, my, my, how the tables have turned, Mr.
Speaker. Last week, we clearly were witnesses to history in this Honourable House.
Investor Confidence
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Finance loves to speak about confidence. One of the
things that investors require is confidence that the
Government means what it says and does what it
says. In order to maintain confidence, the Government
cannot send mixed signals.
On the issue of casino gaming, without the
benefit of legislation or a Ministerial Statement, we are
treated to casual statements of intent, which change
from week to week. The country is not clear exactly
what the gaming regime will look like, but, Mr. Speaker, it is not only the voters who are confused. If we
needed any more evidence that the One Bermuda
Alliance Cabinet may have internal challenges, we
need to look no further than the Honourable Minister’s
Budget Statement last week. In that Statement, the
Honourable Minister said (and I quote), “Casinos will
be licensed and strictly regulated by a Gaming Authority, which will be appointed by and answerable to the
Premier.”
Mr. Speaker, this statement came just a week
after the Honourable Attorney General stated that the
Honourable Premier will have no involvement with the
issuing of casino licences. Mr. Speaker, how can investors have confidence when the Minister of Finance
says one thing in an official Budget Statement, issued
on behalf of the Government, published in the news
media and available around the world, which is in direct conflict to what the Attorney General said the prior week?
Mr. Speaker, it is important for investor confidence that the Government speak with one voice on
this issue.
Overspending
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, now let me move to
the specifics of the OBA’s Budget. Page 1 of the
Budget Statement says that the OBA started their
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term by (and I quote), “imposing strong measures to
control Government spending.”
At a time when our economy is challenged,
Mr. Speaker, I expected a tone of conciliation from the
Minister of Finance. After a year which saw the OBA
spend 50 per cent more on travel than the Progressive Labour Party, we would have expected the Minister of Finance to come to this Honourable House and
state that the Government, under his watch, regrettably overspent on the current account by $45 million
despite his (and I quote again, Mr. Speaker) “strong
measures.” I expected that this fact would be in his
text, but it was conspicuously absent.
When the Budget was released last year,
there were many who applauded the Minister for his
honesty. Mr. Speaker, I must admit that I expected the
Minister of Finance to under-spend, given the concessions given by Government workers and a full year of
“tough” discipline. It seems that I was mistaken, because the record level of current account spending
approved by Parliament last year was augmented by
a $45 million of additional spending and thus $45 million of additional debt!
Austerity at the Wrong Time
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, the other headline of
the Budget is the pledge by the Minister to cut $70
million of current account spending without layoffs or
asking for additional wage concessions. Mr. Speaker,
that is just not possible! We also question the economic wisdom of inflicting further cuts on the economy
when the data show that our economy remains in a
fragile state.
The SAGE Commission introduced the theory
of the multiplier effect to the general populace and
postulated that for every dollar cut from Government
spending the economy loses $1.28. This means that
the Minister’s spending cuts of $70.7 million will remove over $90 million from our gross domestic product [GDP] during this fiscal year. This means that the
Minister will shave 1.7 per cent off of GDP growth by
his Budget actions alone!
Mr. Speaker, one could be mistaken to think
that the Minister of Finance wants to prolong the recession. These aggressive cuts are bad economic
policy, as it is clear that our economy has still not recovered. The Minister bragged that he was going to
be more aggressive than what his own SAGE Commission recommended. But surely the Minister must
realise that to create additional headwinds with the
economy in its fragile state will not help us achieve
escape velocity and return to economic growth.
Mr. Speaker, it seems that no area was
spared from cuts. For the second consecutive year,
Bermudians will see scholarship funding slashed, education and training cut, the Bermuda College hit with
reductions, police and customs will feel the pinch, and
even the Tourism Authority will have [fewer] resources
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to execute the National Tourism Plan. It seems that
the Government has no priorities except for aggressive spending reductions, no matter the consequences on our people and the damage that it will do to our
economy.
Mr. Speaker, it should come as no surprise
that we in the Loyal Opposition have an alternative
view.
The PLP’s Alternative Budget
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, it is my job as the
Shadow Minister of Finance to provide a credible
budget alternative. The people of this county should
understand what a PLP Budget would look like, what
the PLP would do differently, and the PLP’s approach
to the economic challenges we face. In this, Mr.
Speaker, I will say, not only have we learned from experience, but we have also expanded our vision to
ensure that we meet the needs of the people while
keeping our fiscal house in order.
Our alternative budget contains what the
OBA’s Budget is missing: balance. In direct contrast to
the One Bermuda Alliance’s reckless $70 million
spending reduction this year, which poses the very
real risk of prolonging our recession, the PLP would
implement a plan of savings that would be phased in
over a number of years. At the same time, we would
support important investments in this fiscal year to
boost the economy and break free from this long recession. Additionally, we would invest in Bermudians
by committing additional funds for training to enable
the unemployed to upgrade their skills and reenter the
workforce.
Finally, the Progressive Labour Party will implement a Revenue and Government Earnings
(RAGE) Commission to examine the ways to enhance
Government revenue streams. It is curious that the
One Bermuda Alliance has not followed this advice,
which was called for by the Opposition Leader and
since echoed in many segments of our community.
The OBA’s singular focus on spending cuts is dangerous, and we again call for the creation of a RAGE
Commission.
PLP Priorities
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, this Budget is the
wrong budget for the wrong time. While we are on the
cusp of a long-awaited recovery, we should be investing, not cutting back. The Progressive Labour Party
would spend $976 million on the current account,
which represents a $40 million year-over-year reduction in spending from last year’s current account levels. The Progressive Labour Party would adhere to
most of the spending reductions as laid out by the
Government, but would spend an additional $30 million in excess of the OBA planned budgets in the following areas:
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Education–$5 million: Mr. Speaker, the OBA
Budget reduces Education funding by $5 million. It is
our view that education is vital for our future, and thus
we will restore this funding to ensure that our children
get the attention they deserve.
Energy–$5 million: It is important for our energy future that we stimulate the green energy economy. These funds will be used by the Department of
Energy to greatly expand the Solar Rebate Initiative,
providing rebates to residential and to eligible commercial properties for the installation of solar panels
and solar hot-water heaters. The additional work generated by this funding increase will inject stimulus into
the economy.
Tourism Authority–$5 million: It is surprising
that the One Bermuda Alliance has reduced funding
available to the Tourism Authority. The PLP would
restore this funding to boost overseas marketing,
providing additional guests for our hotels, passengers
for our taxis, and diners for our restaurants. This funding will also support on-Island tourism product development, which is a vital component of the National
Tourism Plan.
Training, Scholarships and Workforce Development–$4.3 million: Mr. Speaker, these additional
funds will be used by the Department of Workforce
Development to assist Bermudians who wish to upgrade their skills to remain competitive in the workforce. These funds will also top up the scholarship
funds, which were gutted by the One Bermuda Alliance, again to the tune of $1.6 million.
E-Government–$2 million: As the Government
looks to streamline its operation, these funds would
bring more Government services on line and will be
used to develop online one-stop shops and mobile
access to Government services. This will reduce red
tape and increase satisfaction with the Government
among citizens and the business community.
Bermuda College–$2 million: Mr. Speaker, the
One Bermuda Alliance Budget cut $1.2 million in funding from the Bermuda College. The PLP believes that
investment in Bermudians through education is the
key to our future success, and would restore this funding to ensure that the college can meet its mandate.
We will also provide additional funding to support
more training programmes.
Bermuda Police Service–$2 million: The One
Bermuda Alliance Budget cut $3 million from the police. The PLP would restore some of these funds to
ensure that the police have adequate resources to
continue to clamp down on crime.
Community Development Grants–$1.5 million:
The Progressive Labour Party would commit $1.5 million to assist community clubs and parish councils
with additional development that enhances our local
communities.
Child and Family Services–$1.2 million: Mr.
Speaker, the One Bermuda Alliance Budget cut $1.2
million of vital funding which is used to assist some of
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the most vulnerable members of our society. The adage goes, You pay now or you pay more later. The
PLP chooses to pay now.
Youth, Sport and Recreation–$1 million: The
OBA budget cuts in this area will increase the risk of
anti-social behaviour among our young people. We
must maintain the investments in our young people to
ensure that gains in this area are not put at risk due to
reduced funding.
Customs–$1 million: The PLP will restore
some of the funding lost to the One Bermuda Alliance
budgets cuts to ensure that HM Customs has adequate resources to protect our borders.
Mr. Speaker, the above measures demonstrate the difference between the One Bermuda Alliance and the Progressive Labour Party’s approach to
governance. Though we understand the need to trim
the deficit with spending reductions and revenue enhancements, we also recognise the need to invest in
our children, our communities and our future. The
spending listed above will not only assist our citizens,
but will also stimulate additional economic activity.
Mr. Speaker, in addition to changes in the current account, the Progressive Labour Party would
augment economic activity by investing an additional
$13 million in capital account spending. These investments represent jobs in the short term, but also
represent investments in the future, which will save
money over time.
The Progressive Labour Party would boost
capital spending in the following three areas:
First, Mr. Speaker, infrastructure improvements–$6 million: Recent rainstorms have reminded
us that our infrastructure is ageing. The fact that our
walls, roads and parks cannot withstand heavy rain is
a serious issue. Additionally, stagnant water can pose
health risks. The Progressive Labour Party would allocate $6 million for remedial works in affected areas
Island-wide to improve drainage and to ensure that
our walls are secure to protect and safeguard the lives
of our citizens.
Green Government–$4 million: The Progressive Labour Party would earmark $4 million to retrofit
Government buildings to be energy efficient. This
would include energy audits, replacement of fixtures
and installation of solar or wind energy generation on
Government properties. The Progressive Labour Party
would also earmark funds for this purpose in future
years.
School facilities–$3 million: The state of disrepair in some of our schools is one of the major complaints heard from parents and teachers. This money
is earmarked to allow more outstanding issues to be
rectified, in addition to scheduled summer upgrades.
This additional spending will also provide employment
opportunities for our young people during the summer
months.
Mr. Speaker, these are the areas that the PLP
would provide additional investment. Such moves are
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affordable and will have a lasting effect. In addition to
these enhanced investments, the Progressive Labour
Party would also look to increase revenue to the Government, thus constraining the deficit.
End to Tax Expenditures
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, tax expenditures are
Government spending that is hidden in the tax system. The Government currently has three major tax
expenditures in the form of payroll tax concessions to
the hotel, restaurant and retail sectors. The chart [on
page 12] shows the amount of money which has been
“spent” on these tax expenditures for the last eight
quarters. The retail sector is the main beneficiary, to
the tune of $38.8 million, followed by restaurants, at
$16.1 million, and hotels, which was the only industry
originally extended this concession, at $5.5 million.
Though the Progressive Labour Party introduced these tax concessions, their duration and cost
demonstrate the problem with tax expenditures. They
are prone to become more costly over time and, once
extended, are difficult to retract. Once they are introduced, additional sectors lobby for the subsidies,
which is evident, as we have seen this support creep
from an initial cost of $2.2 million a year for the hotel
sector to today’s spending of over $30 million a year
combined on hotel, restaurant and retail subsidies.
Though these concessions are a quick and
simple policy tool for short-term support, when they
remain in place for extended periods of time, they can
cause distortions in the economy and reduce an
economy’s efficiency and productivity. Businesses
must be able survive while fulfilling their tax obligations. If we have companies that are surviving based
upon these temporary tax concessions alone, this can
indicate that the business owners have not made the
necessary adjustments to make the business competitive.
Additionally, as this was a blanket concession,
some companies received the subsidy despite not
being in need of support, with some recipients using
the savings for dividends, thus robbing the treasury of
vital income.
We propose to phase out these tax expenditures over a two-year period. This change, if adopted
by the Government, would yield an additional $15 million in the first year and $30 million in the second
year. Though we are cognisant that this proposed
move would cause an issue for some, we feel that it is
time to begin to unwind these longstanding concessions, as they were never meant to be permanent. As
a matter of sound economic policy, the Government
should not provide long-term direct support to industries, and though it will be painful for some, these subsidies need to be wound down.
It should be noted, Mr. Speaker, that the
PLP’s budget contains $43 million more in additional
spending this year than the One Bermuda Alliance’s
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Budget. These additional investments in the economy
and the multiplier effect should soften the blow for retailers losing the payroll tax concessions. Additionally,
the PLP would allocate an extra $5 million to the Tourism Authority, which will result in more marketing
spend to bring more visitors to our shores, boosting
revenue to all three affected industries to mitigate the
short-term effect of an end to these concessions.
PLP’s Glide Path
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, the Progressive Labour Party’s glide path contains a balanced approach
to get us to a balanced budget. It also requires that we
focus with laser-like precision on the implementation
of new revenue streams, which will be identified by a
RAGE Commission.
The outlines of the PLP’s proposed glide path
are as follows. (And, Mr. Speaker, they can also be
seen on the last page of the [Reply to the] Budget
Statement, where I have provided a complete estimate of expenditures for the four years, for comparison to the One Bermuda Alliance’s Budget.) The outlines of the PLP’s proposed glide path are as follows:
• 2014/15: A $40 million reduction in current
account spending from 2013/14 revised levels. An increase of $13 million in capital
spending from OBA levels. Reduce all payroll
tax concessions by 50 per cent;
• 2015/16: An additional $20 million reduction in
current spending from the previous year. Capital spending to fall from $75 million to $70
million. Reduce all payroll tax concessions by
the final 50 per cent, thus ending these concessions. Begin implementation of RAGE
Commission recommendations;
• In the years 2016 to 2020: Overall spending
(inclusive of debt service) will be frozen at
2015/16 levels of $1.14 billion. The spending
freeze will require savings within the civil service to make room for pay raises and any new
programmes;
• 2016/17: The Budget will return to current account surplus;
• 2019/20: The Budget will return to full balance
in 2019/20, thus enabling a gradual reduction
in debt and gradual increases in capital and
current account spending.
[Desk thumping]
Borrowing to Meet Our Needs
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, the PLP's glide path
does not foresee the need to raise the debt ceiling, as
our projected net debt does not exceed the $2.5 billion
ceiling. Spending discipline, combined with an enhanced focus on revenue, will allow us to achieve a
balanced budget and start reducing our national debt.
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Mr. Speaker, that is the PLP’s alternative
budget, one that makes important investments in
Bermuda and Bermudians, increases Government
revenue, jumpstarts our alternative energy industry,
balances our public finances, and puts us in a position
to start paying down our debt, all without the draconian and recession-extending cuts proposed by the One
Bermuda Alliance.
Government Reform
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savings over two years, and thus we are clear on the
imperative. Where we disagree is the method.
Mr. Speaker, privatisation is not a panacea; it
will not solve our Government’s budget problems. In
fact, privatisation creates the real risk that the Government’s assets will be sold on the cheap, transferring more wealth to the haves, while workers and taxpayers lose out.
[Desk thumping]

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, I will now turn my
attention to the important issue of Government reform.
Neither party will be able to meet their spending targets without increasing efficiency and reducing the
overall cost of Government
Privatisation: Mr. Speaker, most of the attention to this topic is focused on the dirty P word: privatisation. Before I continue, I would like to quote the
Honourable Minister of Finance from a 2012 press
conference, where the then-Shadow Minister, when
talking about the One Bermuda Alliance’s economic
plan, said (and I quote), “Privatisation is not part of our
plan. We plan to revive this economy, to regrow Bermuda without looking at privatisation.”
Mr. Speaker, what a difference two years
makes. The Minister has moved from being completely opposed to privatisation before the election to now
being its champion.
In his Budget speech last week, the Minister
of Finance made clear his intention to transform the
Government via privatisation. The well-advanced plan
for the Public Bodies Reform Act, outlined in his
Statement last week, should be a clear indication to
every Government worker that the assurance of no
jobs cuts will not last. Despite his vehement protestations to the contrary, the Minister’s own rationale
proves that he understands that jobs will be lost with
privatisation. One only has to look at the recent example of the Tourism Authority if they need evidence
of job losses to come.
When the Minister speaks about things being
more efficient, the Minister means costing less. The
largest costs in the instances he highlighted are people. In order to reduce costs, the private entity must
reduce wages or reduce staff. Everyone realises this,
Mr. Speaker, and that is why persons are adamantly
opposed to this agenda. At a time when jobs are
scarce, the Minister is looking to make them even
more scarce. It cannot be good for morale, it cannot
be good for workers, it cannot be good for consumer
confidence, it cannot be good for labour relations, and
it certainly cannot be good for our economy.
Mr. Speaker, the Progressive Labour Party
accepts that Government must be more efficient, we
agree that we must reduce the costs of Government,
and we will support measures that accomplish that
aim. We have proposed $100 million of combined cost

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, as I said during the
debate on the SAGE report, mutualisation is where
the workers hold majority control of any entity. If there
is any arrangement where employees are minority
shareholders, it is not mutualisation, Mr. Speaker; it is
privatisation. The unions are right to take a firm stand
against privatisation, and the Progressive Labour Party will stand side to side with the unions to ensure that
any changes in the structure and organisation of Government and delivery of services do not adversely impact workers, roll back rights, or increase the costs to
everyday Bermudians.
If we are to change the way we deliver services to the people of the country, it must be done in a
transparent way that empowers Bermudian workers
and does not set them back. There are some ways to
transfer the delivery of government services that accomplish these aims and will allow a generation of
Bermudians who were not born into wealth to build
something for their families. The PLP has always supported an empowerment agenda and will support any
actions that empower workers to be their own boss, to
grow and expand businesses, to provide for their families, and to create wealth. What we will not support is
the short-term selling-out of Bermuda on the cheap
with long term negative consequences for workers
and Bermudians—and that, Mr. Speaker, is a real risk
of the One Bermuda Alliance’s privatisation agenda.
[Desk thumping]
Improving the Efficiency of the Civil Service
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, we must all work
together to improve the efficiency of the Civil Service.
An efficient Civil Service, which does not need to generate profit, can be just as effective in delivering public
services as a privatised entity. Though I will not fall
into the trap of painting all Government workers with
the broad brush of laziness, there are too many workers who do not give a full day’s work for a full day’s
pay. Mr. Speaker, those persons do an injustice to
themselves and to our country, and we must ensure
that any move towards efficiency must streamline the
grievance process so that managers have the tools to
deal with those who would rob our citizens of tax dollars.
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Additionally, we should further professionalise
the Civil Service and introduce fixed-term contracts
and performance-based pay for senior managers. Individuals should be rewarded for increasing department revenues, reducing department expenses and
increasing the performance and efficiency of a Government department or Ministry.
In addition to performance-based pay, we
must also ensure that we are investing in the training
of our civil servants at all levels. The increased investment in training, provided for in our budget, will
not only improve the output of civil servants, but will
increase their readiness for and attractiveness to the
private sector employers. The successful transition of
workers from the public sector to the private sector is
essential for the long-term streamlining of the Civil
Service, to which both parties are committed.
Economic Reform and Diversification
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, it is important that we
pay serious attention to reforming and diversifying our
economy. Bermuda is being battered by the winds of
globalisation, and our economic model is being attacked. We cannot be complacent; we must be proactive to modernise our economic system so that it can
support our people in the future. Economic reform is
an imperative if we are to remain competitive in a
global economy.
Reforming Our Tax System: Mr. Speaker,
substantive tax reform is an issue that requires our
attention. Our tax system is, by and large, rooted in a
system of revenue from the late 1800s. We must
modernise our system of revenue collection and consider the reform of our tax structure. We enumerate
two specific proposals below, but the PLP would task
the RAGE Commission with proposing additional
changes that would enhance fairness in our current
tax system.
Reduce or Replace the Payroll Tax: Mr.
Speaker, it is the view of the PLP that we must transition from deriving a large chunk of our revenue from
employment taxes to gaining a larger share of our
revenue from consumption taxes on goods and services. Mr. Speaker, the economic case is simple: Payroll taxes depress employment. We are taxing the
very thing we need in Bermuda—jobs—while increasing the incentives to outsource jobs and positions.
Though many have recommended a value added tax
(or VAT), it is likely that the administrative burden resulting from the implementation of a VAT system
would not be good for our economy.
Additionally, given the nature of our economy
and our heavy reliance on imports, there is very little
value added in the local domestic economy that would
warrant a VAT. However, there are other models of
consumption taxes that may be feasible in Bermuda
that will remove the burden of employers to pay taxes
on every additional person they hire.
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Make Social Insurance More Progressive: Mr.
Speaker, there are other opportunities to make our tax
system more just and more progressive. The PLP
proposes a comprehensive examination of the social
insurance programme, including the impact of changing employer and employee contributions from a fixed
rate to a percentage of earnings and the appropriatelevel cap on social insurance contributions. The objective of this change would be to increase the takehome pay of low earners. Any changes resulting from
this examination should be revenue neutral or revenue accretive to the Contributory Pension Fund.
Diversification of Our Economy
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, it is imperative that
we diversify our economy. Our economy is currently
unbalanced with a heavy reliance on international
business for our foreign exchange earnings. Government must look for avenues of diversification to not
only provide additional jobs, but also to provide additional revenue to the Government. Given the One
Bermuda Alliance’s silence on this issue, I will highlight three areas for immediate economic diversification that can be implemented within a year.
Online Gaming: Mr. Speaker, it is imperative
that we implement additional aspects of gaming besides casinos. Last year, online gaming provided over
$80 million in tax revenue and directly supported
2,600 jobs in our sister overseas territory of Gibraltar.
The online gaming industry is a $35 billion global industry, and Bermuda already has the infrastructure to
be a player.
Just as other countries are trying to gain a
foothold in some of our industries, it is time for Bermuda to do the same. For the sake of the jobs it can
create and the tax income that can be generated, we
urge the Government to move forward with creating
an online-gaming industry in Bermuda.
The Blue Economy: Mr. Speaker, the Progressive Labour Party is on record as supporting the
development of a blue economy, inclusive of seabed
mining, aquaculture and off-shore fishing. This will
lead to the creation of new job opportunities, the diversification of our economy, and the creation of new
revenue streams. Our party has spoken about the
blue economy on many occasions, and we are disappointed that the One Bermuda Alliance seems content
to take baby steps on this issue.
I wish to remind the OBA of the Bermuda First
report which states (and I quote, Mr. Speaker), “Bermuda should create a more transparent and sophisticated licensing regime for resources in its exclusive
economic zone. This would increase investment in
developing these resources for sustainable commercial use, which would in turn generate a lasting stream
of revenue for Bermuda’s Government.”
Though we are pleased to hear that the Government is examining aquaculture, it is also time to be
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more aggressive to make use of all of the natural resources in our Exclusive Economic Zone (EEZ).
Regulate and Tax Cannabis: Mr. Speaker,
any discussion of options for additional revenue
should include the regulation of cannabis. The State
of Colorado is expected to earn $134 million in direct
taxation from its newly regulated cannabis industry.
They are spending that money on school construction,
law enforcement, public health, and substance abuse
prevention. Though we are much smaller than Colorado, there is no doubt than any additional tax revenue from a locally regulated cannabis industry would
be welcome.
Mr. Speaker, I am not promoting the consumption or abuse of cannabis; however, I think we
can all agree that a responsible cannabis consumer is
no worse than a responsible citizen who enjoys a
glass of wine or a cocktail at home. What I am promoting is a sensible and pragmatic approach, which
has been successfully implemented in other jurisdictions, that can assist us in generating additional revenue.
When our Island is faced with cuts to education, health care and social programmes, I think the
better choice is to regulate and tax cannabis to ensure
that the budget and the economy can benefit. A regulated industry would remove this activity from the
shadows, reduce associated law enforcement expenses, contain adequate safeguards for children and
restrictions on public use, generate revenue for the
country, and would have the additional benefit of having more persons contribute to social insurance,
healthcare, payroll tax and pensions.
Economic Reform
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, it is our view that we
should use this period of crisis to examine areas of
economic reform. Any reform that can benefit Bermuda and its economy should be considered. I will discuss the 60/40 rule, monetary reform, banking reform,
and debt collection reform.
Relaxation of the 60/40 Rule for More Sectors: Mr. Speaker, the Progressive Labour Party recognised that the 60/40 rule was an impediment to the
attraction of foreign capital in Bermuda. During our
tenure, we relaxed the 60/40 rule for the following industries: telecommunications, energy, insurance, hotel operations, banking, and international transportation services. These are industries that require a substantial amount of capital and thus have the ability to
be foreign owned.
The Minister’s speech last week seemed as
though he was ready to abandon the 60/40 rule in its
entirety, which is most troubling. Mr. Speaker, I am
not troubled because I am (quote) “a political demagogue,” nor am I attempting, Mr. Speaker, to (quote)
“stir up fear” for “political gain”; it is because Bermuda
has a small economy that is not one-size-fits-all. So,
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the scrapping of the 60/40 rule for all industries could
have serious negative impacts.
Mr. Speaker, I would much prefer to promote
policies that encourage Bermudian ownership and
entrepreneurship in our local economy so that profits
earned in Bermuda can stay in Bermuda. If the Minister wants to relax this rule for other sectors, then he
should make an argument as to why foreign ownership is required. But to just say that we will not recover
without abandoning the 60/40 regime is misleading, at
best. The One Bermuda Alliance seems ready to sell
out Bermuda for short-term results. We must consider
the long term and the legacy that we are passing on to
future generations.
Monetary Reform: Mr. Speaker, the Great
Recession has taught us that, as a country, we need
more tools in our arsenal to deal with external shocks.
We must examine whether we need to modernise our
local financial system to ensure that our institutions
have the power to respond to any future financial crisis. Any discussion in this area should also include a
mature and frank discussion on monetary reform.
Last week, the Minister of Finance spoke specifically to problems in our banking sector that could
be alleviated if Bermuda had a lender of last resort or
a central bank. The issues of regulating interest rates
and ensuring that an economy does not overheat are
functions that are typically exercised by some form of
central bank, free from the political influences of the
elected Government. There may come a time again
where we may need such an entity, and the Government should give strong consideration to this option.
In looking at monetary policy reform, we must
consider all the options and come up with the best
solution for our people—but we should not delay, especially given the pronouncement by the Minister of
Finance that lack of credit is exacerbating the challenges in our economy.
Banking Reform: Mr. Speaker, on the topic of
banking reform, I was pleased to hear the Minister of
Finance speak to the issues within our local banking
system. There is certainly work that needs to be done
in that area, and I look forward to hearing more specifics on actions that the One Bermuda Alliance will take
to rectify the problems highlighted. Bermuda’s banks
are under-lent, and this lack of lending is restricting
economic activity. The Minister has my full support in
this endeavor, as it is vital for our economic recovery
that banks fulfil the vital role required in our economy.
I also welcome the Honourable Minister’s realisation that sometimes additional regulation can be a
good thing. The recent examples of actions by the
Regulatory Authority to increase competition in the
telecommunications sector can lend clues to how better regulation of banks could help consumers. The
Bermuda Monetary Authority [BMA] believes in light
touch; however, light touch may not be what our local
banks need. I urge the Minister to follow through on
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this issue so that Bermudians can see tangible results.
Establish a Cap on Fees at Banks: Mr.
Speaker, certain fees at banks punish and compound
distress for those in financial difficulty. One key issue
is credit card over-the-limit fees. This is something
that is seemingly impossible, as credit cards have limits; however Bermuda banks allow customers to exceed their limit and then charge a fee every time they
do, with fees sometimes far exceeding the transactions that triggered the fees. This punitive practice has
been addressed in many jurisdictions with regulations
restricting a bank to one over-the-limit charge per billing cycle. We call on the Minister of Finance to direct
the BMA to put an immediate end to this practice in
our local banks.
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and more positive ways for debts to be resolved and
to cease the practice of imprisoning people for their
civil debts. At the same time, the Government should
continue the work started by the Progressive Labour
Party and improve the regulation of debt collection
agencies.
These agencies in many ways compound
problems resulting from the poor economy by using
the courts to heap additional debt upon distressed
debtors. In addition to these steps, the Progressive
Labour Party will introduce an Opposition Bill to reduce the statutory rate of interest from its current rate
of 7 per cent to 3 per cent. This rate of interest, which
is applied to judgment debts, is too high and has not
been adjusted to reflect the recent low interest rate
environment.

[Desk thumping]

Fairness for Bermudians

Mr. E. David Burt: Foreclosure Reform: Mr. Speaker,
owning a home in Bermuda is a lifelong dream for
many. However, far too many Bermudians face the
prospect of losing their homes in our current economy. We encourage the Minister to work with the Bermuda Monetary Authority and the Bermuda Bankers
Association to come up with an industry-wide policy
for distressed mortgages that all banks will adhere to.
The more people who are forced out of their homes,
the weaker our economy becomes. We hope that the
One Bermuda Alliance and the banks can agree on a
solution to keep more hard-working Bermudians in
their homes
Though we wish for all Bermudians to stay in
their homes, there are some situations where a home
may be subject to foreclosure. When faced with this
tragic situation, some Bermudians are also finding
themselves in additional debt even after their equity
has been wiped out and they have lost their homes.
This is because banks in Bermuda are permitted to go
after borrowers to recover any amount that was not
recouped by the sale of the property. Many countries
limit the liability of the homeowner to any asset that
was used as collateral to guarantee the loan. The PLP
hopes that the Minister of Finance will raise this point
in discussions with the banks, and that the BMA and
will give it due consideration.
Debt Collection Reform: On the topic of debt
collection, Mr. Speaker, many Bermudians, as a result
of losing their jobs, now fear being sent to prison for
debt. Our current system damages the family unit,
makes criminals of the unemployed, and creates more
harm than good. Stories about persons avoiding medical care for fear of being jailed for debts have no
place in a society like ours.
[Desk thumping]
Mr. E. David Burt: We again call for the One Bermuda Alliance to make legislative changes to allow new

Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, while the Progressive Labour Party believes that we need major reforms to make our economy work for everyone, we
must also pay attention to the pressing issues that
people are facing today.
Reform Occupational Pensions: Mr. Speaker,
last year I spoke about the structural imbalances in
our economy that make employing guest labour more
cost effective than employing Bermudians. A major
culprit is the National Pension Scheme (Occupational
Pensions) Act 1998, which only requires employers to
cover the pensions of their Bermudian employees.
This provision naturally puts Bermudian labour at a
disadvantage by making them more expensive.
We are of the belief that this is an obstacle to
Bermudian employment in our economy, and we urge
the One Bermuda Alliance to move to address this
imbalance. Any move to change this practice will
cause pain for employers who rely heavily on foreign
labour; however, in the long run, it will benefit Bermudians, and those are the people who we represent in
this Honourable House.
Security for Retirees: Mr. Speaker, while
those employed are saving for retirement, we have a
large number of Bermudians who have already retired
and are collecting old age pension benefits. Therefore, it was surprising to me that the Minister has
again neglected to propose an increase in pension
benefits for our retirees.
Mr. Speaker, this is the first time since the
Progressive Labour Party came to power in 1998 that
pensioners have had to go more than two years without an increase in their benefits, and it seems as
though the One Bermuda Alliance are content to have
them wait even longer. Pensions were last increased
for seniors in August of 2011, or 30 months ago! Mr.
Speaker, it is unacceptable, and it is time for the OBA
to remember the seniors in the country and enact the
increase that our seniors deserve.
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[Desk thumping]
Investing for the Future
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, it is important that we
as country invest in our future development. We do
not have to rely solely on foreign capital; we as a
country can and should invest in ourselves.
Create a Bermuda Fund: Mr. Speaker, if we
are to create long term economic growth, we cannot
just wait for our local banks to decide that they want to
lend again. We need to use the tools at our disposal
to invest and generate economic activity in Bermuda.
There is a high level of investment expertise in Bermuda, and the Government should take advantage of
this expertise by creating a Bermuda Fund.
This fund, which can be seeded with 3 per
cent of the pension funds, which are under the control
of the Government, would allow Bermuda to tap into
the investment expertise on Island while providing an
additional outlet for our large pension funds to invest
more of their monies in Bermuda-based equity investments.
The Bermuda Fund should not be exclusive to
pension funds and other institutional investors; it
should be listed on the Bermuda Stock Exchange to
allow individuals to invest and to contribute to the development of Bermuda. This fund should be run for
the specific purpose of generating positive returns
while investing in the development of Bermuda-based
business. The fund could invest in industries identified
to diversify the economy, such as the offshore fisheries and aquaculture.
The Bermuda Fund can also attract job creators to our shores while we invest in emerging global
industries such as mobile application development.
Why cannot the next billion-dollar mobile app be made
right here in Bermuda?
Instead of looking to open up more sectors of
our economy by exempting them from the 60/40 rule,
there is Bermudian capital that we can put to work.
We can control our own destiny, and we can build an
economy for the future, but we must be bold and do
things differently to provide hope to our people and
give the Bermudians who have left our shores a reason to come home.
Increase Savings and Increase Financial Literacy: Mr. Speaker, the Government cannot be the
only entity to invest in our country’s future. As a people, we must save and invest more to create wealth. It
is vital that we develop a culture of saving and develop a mindset where every Bermudian strives to spend
the dividends of our wealth and not our wages.
Increased financial literacy is part and parcel
to this drive so that all Bermudians can understand
the benefits of saving and investing. The Government
can help by launching a financial literacy campaign
including public service announcements and forums
on saving and investing. If we are able to increase the

Official Hansard Report

rates of saving and investment in Bermuda, it will enhance our long-term economic growth.
Invest in our Civil Infrastructure: Mr. Speaker,
we again call on the One Bermuda Alliance to implement the National Infrastructure Strategy Plan. This
plan, started by the PLP, identifies important improvements and repairs to our infrastructure that will
not only enhance our overall quality of life, but create
business opportunities for construction companies
and jobs for Bermudian construction workers. Mr.
Speaker, we recently saw the devastation caused by
the collapse of a retaining wall on Palmetto Road. We
have also witnessed the major issues that are caused
by inadequate drainage in many areas, which lead to
constant flooding and impassable roads. We have had
many studies, but we should act. As called for in the
PLP budget, we must devote resources to repairing
our civil infrastructure, mitigating flood risk, securing
our retaining walls, and converting the Pembroke
Marsh into a park.
Invest in Our Energy Infrastructure: Mr.
Speaker, we heard the Minister of Finance talk tough
when it comes to BELCO, but it will take more than
strong words to convince Bermuda that his Government is serious about our energy challenges. We
support the Government as it works with BELCO and
the Regulatory Authority to get an equitable interconnection agreement in place.
In addition to this agreement, we urge the
Government to work with BELCO to advance the Liquefied Natural Gas project. This project, if advanced,
will result in a significant investment in our energy infrastructure and will create dozens of jobs in the process. Due to the size of this project, it requires
BELCO and Government to work together to make
this a reality. Given that jobs are the priority, it is important that our Government look to provide whatever
support they can in this endeavour.
Mr. Speaker, It is also vital that we invest in
alternative energy. The PLP recognises the value of
investing in alternative energy, and that is why our
budget contains monies to outfit Government buildings with alternative energy generation. It also contains additional funds to extend the existing rebates
for private homes to eligible commercial properties,
and drive growth in this budding industry. This is a
place where additional Government spending can
make a real difference in building this industry, stimulating employment and installing infrastructure that will
save the Government money in the long run.
Immigration Reform
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, when I delivered our
party’s response to the budget last year, I spoke at
length about our broken immigration system. Again I
will devote time to this topic, as the OBA’s recent actions on this topic are counterproductive and are only

Bermuda House of Assembly

Official Hansard Report

28 February 2014

making the situation worse, while ignoring the serious
issues present in our current system.
Mr. Speaker, I will repeat it for all those who
did not hear me last year by saying (and I quote), “We
must all admit that our immigration system is outdated
and broken. Our immigration system operates from a
law that was written in 1956! It is from a different time
when there was no Internet, no globalisation, no Class
4 insurers, no constitution, no political parties, and the
country was still segregated. We must modernise our
immigration system because the realities of our situation dictate that we are going to need external help
and assistance to provide a secure and stable future
for Bermuda.”
Mr. Speaker, that is what I said last year, so to
a certain extent, the Honourable Minister of Finance
and I are on the same page, as he tied immigration
liberalisation to our economic fortunes by saying (and
I quote), “Today, immigration policy is a central component of economic policy and must be seen as that
by Bermudians. To allow the Bermuda economy to
grow, immigration policy must be liberalised to allow
easier entry of persons with financial and/or intellectual capital to fuel the recovery of our economy.”
Yes, Mr. Speaker, immigration policy is a central component of economic policy, and in order to
grow our economy and get Bermudians back to work,
we have to get it right. Here is my challenge with the
Minister’s statement: I must ask what “easier entry”
does the Minister envision?
We already provide fast-track work permits
and exemptions for start-ups; under the Incentives for
Job Makers regime, those with financial capital can
relocate to Bermuda and stay as long as they like, as
long as they are employing Bermudians. What additional liberalisation does the Minister seek?
This confusion is not limited to the Minister of
Finance, as the Minister for Home Affairs, the Honourable Michael Fahy, who sits in another place, has
been pushing the concept of commercial immigration.
One must ask, if we already allow those who
bring capital to our shores and employ Bermudians to
stay here indefinitely and become permanent residents, do we not already have commercial immigration? And if the Government does not consider that
commercial immigration, and says we need more,
then what exactly is the “more”?
This, Mr. Speaker, is the behaviour which I
have described as counterproductive. You have the
Progressive Labour Party, who declared in 2013 that
our immigration system is broken, and called on the
Government to set up a Joint Select Committee to
examine options to reform the entire system. At the
same time, you have a Government using words like
“commercial immigration” and “liberalise” without pinpointing the problem they are trying to solve and identifying what changes they intend to make.
This lack of transparent behaviour sows distrust as to the real aim of the One Bermuda Alliance’s
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pronouncements, and reduces the chance for us to
work together to achieve the changes that are so desperately needed.
Last week, the Minister of Finance said (and I
quote), “Population growth is an important component
of economic growth. The simple truth is, to grow the
Bermuda economy we have to increase the resident
population.” Mr. Speaker the Minister is correct, but
the issue is not if we need to increase the residential
population; the real issue at hand is how and with
whom do we increase the residential population?
The Progressive Labour Party accepts that, to
increase the number of Bermudians working in international business, we need to attract even more intellectual capital to our shores. But the PLP also understands that another way to increase the number of
Bermudians working in the non-international-business
local economy would be to promote a policy of
Bermudianisation—meaning, that there are people
who are currently here, Mr. Speaker, who need to go.
You see, Mr. Speaker, in the United States—a
nation of immigrants—an employer cannot just import
an unskilled worker to fill an unskilled position. But in
Bermuda, that is a regular occurrence. In this country,
you can enter a supermarket and not see a single
Bermudian worker except for the cashier. The Minister
in his Statement seems to engender the belief that
those who do not see the need to allow people to enter this country more freely are somehow oblivious to
the fact that outside labour is needed.
Quite to the contrary, Mr. Speaker, I think that
all Bermudians realise that outside assistance and
intellectual capital are needed. But the One Bermuda
Alliance’s approach to this issue misses the point that
our overall immigration system is broken; it is not fit for
purpose; it is not equipped to deal with the complexity
of the local economy. You cannot fix the immigration
system for international business without fixing the
system for the local economy: it all needs to be fixed!
The reason why there is hostility in some
quarters is not because of an inherent dislike of expatriates. It is because our current immigration system
assumes a one-size-fits-all approach that caters strictly to the needs and whim of the employer applying for
a work permit, with no consideration given to the supply of labour available in the local economy. It is that
approach that has allowed skilled and unskilled labour
to displace Bermudians from the workforce, with lower
wages, reduced benefits and longer hours.
Bermudians are not hostile to guest workers
in international business; they are hostile to guest
workers who are fully employed in the local noninternational-business economy, while willing, able
and skilled college-educated Bermudians sit unemployed.
The One Bermuda Alliance’s desire to tinker
around the edges of a broken system with work permits is not enough. Our economy requires transformation. We must transform our system of labour regu-
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lation and immigration to ensure this country can grow
and succeed in the future, by liberalising in some areas, but while tightening the screws in others. Our immigration system must be modernised so that it is
more efficient than that of our competitors.
Bermuda is engaged in a global war for talent,
and therefore, we must make sure that our system
attracts the best job-creating talent, while at the same
time ensuring that guest workers are not brought in to
fill positions that can and should be filled by Bermudians.
Mr. Speaker, if the Government is really serious about addressing this issue, we again call for the
One Bermuda Alliance to support our call for Parliament to establish a Joint Select Committee on Immigration Reform. This is an issue where both parties
can work together to build something that works better
for our citizens. This is not something that needs to be
the subject of political rancour, as there is enough
common ground between both parties to solve this
issue.
Mr. Speaker, I must, however, make it clear to
the One Bermuda Alliance, as I did last year, that it
has been the longstanding position of the Bermuda
Progressive Labour Party that we do not support the
re-introduction of Bermuda-status grants prior to Bermuda becoming an independent nation.
[Desk thumping]
Mr. E. David Burt: We support immigration reform, as
foreign labour and talent are vital to our economy and
our future. But we will not allow needed reforms to be
used as a pretext to reintroduce Bermuda-status
grants—a practice which was rightly abandoned by
the United Bermuda Party over 20 years ago. Apart
from that, Mr. Speaker, nothing is off the table, and it
is my hope that the One Bermuda Alliance will seize
the opportunity to prove to our voters that we can
work together to make improvements that are needed
for our long-term economic success.
Breaking the Cycle
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, before I close, I must
speak about the vicious economic cycle in which our
country finds itself, as it is clear to me that our economy is broken. It is broken because it is not working
for the citizens of this country. It is broken because it
is not as attractive as it needs to be for the business in
the country. And it is broken because it is not yielding
the growth or tax revenue to fund our Government so
that we can meet our obligations to our citizens.
We are stuck in a vicious cycle: Businesses
feel the pinch, so they cut back. They lay off Bermudians and outsource job functions (and we saw four
jobs go yesterday, Mr. Speaker), which causes more
persons to be out of work, which leads to more weak
spending, which leads to more layoffs. This cycle re-
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peats itself, and, like compound interest, every year it
compounds its effect.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, make no mistake: Our
economy is broken, and the One Bermuda Alliance
Government seems to be falling into the same trap as
the former Progressive Labour Party Government—
wait and hope that international business stabilises
and we can attract more jobs to our shores. This waitand-see approach ignores the fact that the trend of
outsourcing is ultimately irreversible.
Mr. Speaker, it is my view that we will be waiting for a very long time and that our country cannot
afford to wait. That is why the Progressive Labour
Party has been very aggressive in promoting industries that can diversify our economy. Our reliance on
the international business sector is dangerous, not
because international business is bad, but because
there are numerous external threats that are looking
to undermine our economic model. As can be seen,
we cannot rely fully on the United Kingdom to have
our best interest at heart. Changes that we have no
control over could fundamentally undermine our model, our economy, and our prosperity. We must be real,
honest and frank about this, as it is a possibility that
we must be prepared for.
Mr. Speaker, when we talk about breaking the
cycle, we need to look at who uses Bermuda and for
what. Last week the Minister said (and I quote), “Bermuda is not a tax haven.” Mr. Speaker, I agree with
the Minister. We have our own tax system, a system
that has worked for us since the 1800s. But here is
the challenge, Mr. Speaker: Bermuda is one of a
handful of countries in the world that do not charge a
direct corporate income tax.
Thus, no matter the volume of our vociferous
protestations, as long as we continue to have no corporate tax, and as long as multinationals use the rules
at their disposal to use Bermuda to legally reduce
their tax bills in other place—while paying no tax to
Bermuda—we will continue to be labelled a tax haven.
We will not change how people look at us unless we
are willing to change how we operate. So, Mr. Speaker, we either wear that badge with pride, or we need
to break the cycle.
It is stunning that the world’s fourth largest
company, Google, can conduct billions of dollars of
operations via a company here in Bermuda, and our
citizens do not gain anything of significant tangible
value in the process. Apart from a little legal billing,
some accounting work and some company registration fees, we derive no measurable benefit from the
$12 billion—yes, Mr. Speaker, billion dollars—that
Google paid to its Bermuda subsidiary in 2012. Not
even as much as a thank-you, not some computers
for our schoolchildren or mobile phones for our police
force—our country has been used, and our people got
nothing.
The same plays out day by day, over and
over, by other companies using Bermuda to benefit
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their shareholders, while, as a country, we receive
nothing in return except for bad press. Companies
with a physical presence in Bermuda are affected as
well. They do not wish to be tarred with the brush of
being domiciled in a tax haven. But yet, that is what
they get. There is nothing our insurance industry did
to land Bermuda on France’s black list. But we ended
up there, and the insurance industry lost business.
This is happening to our physical presence companies
who pay taxes, support local events, give scholarships
and give to charities.
But, Mr. Speaker, here too we have an issue,
as we are treated to headline after headline of record
profits for Bermuda-based insurers, while at the same
time the people of this country hear the tune of shared
sacrifice and buckle down for more layoffs, more
Government cuts and a falling standard of living. This,
Mr. Speaker, is the vicious cycle in which we are
stuck—an Island with incredible wealth, yet unable to
pay its bills, too afraid to ask its international business
partners for more out of fear they may find new shores
to exploit; unable to approach Google to say, What
about us?, because we are wedded to a tax system
from the 1800s.
Rather than tap into the incredible wealth surrounding us, we reduce investments in education,
scholarships, training and health care that are needed
to build our future and take care of our people. This is
why ‘shared sacrifice’ rings hollow to many and why
many of our constituents have a real issue believing
that anything is truly being shared by certain segments of our society.
We have constituents who have trouble meeting their mortgage, as their tenant’s job was outsourced and their own income was slashed by the
Government. People rightly ask, What are they sacrificing? Mr. Speaker, are the Bermudian people partners of the major players in this economy, or are we
just spectators to their billions in profits declared unashamedly in the same newspaper that reports on
Bermudian redundancies?
[Desk thumping]
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, we cannot continue
with this cycle of expecting something different while
we continue to be engaged in the global race to the
bottom. The Minister of Finance is correct. The status
quo is not acceptable. If that is the case, Mr. Speaker,
then we cannot have any no-go areas. Everything
must be on the table. Why are we only looking at punishing our citizens? Why is it that only Bermudians are
asked to change the status quo?
Mr. Speaker, we as a country must do things
differently. We must have the courage to sit all of our
stakeholders around the table and commit to working
together to succeed. It cannot just be Bermudians
who must change their behaviour and their expectations. All parts of our economy need to adjust their
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behaviour and expectations. If not, Mr. Speaker, we
will not be able to break this cycle, and our country
and future generations will be the ones to pay for our
lack of action.
Conclusion
Mr. E. David Burt: As I close, Mr. Speaker, there is
no doubt that we as a country have big challenges to
face. As the first speaker in today’s general economic
debate, it is my hope that we can have a debate worthy of the people of this country, in this Honourable
House. It is my hope that we can talk about the future
and how we are going to empower our citizens. It is
my hope that the Members of the Government will
contribute substance and not rhetoric in this important
debate.
Mr. Speaker, in this response, I have raised
many issues and ideas. Some are simple, others are
sure to generate controversy, but all have been raised
with the singular goal of making Bermuda a better
place for all Bermudians, as that is our job in this
Honourable Chamber. Our voters deserve a debate
on the profound issues that our country is facing, and
it is my hope that we can have that full and wholesome debate on the issues raised by the Honourable
Minister is his Statement and those that I have raised
today.
Mr. Speaker, as Honourable Members, we
should debate the issues, we should debate the ideas,
we should debate our different visions, but we should
not debate about each other or our respective parties.
Mr. Speaker, the refrain so commonly heard from the
Government benches of “14 years” will not put our
people back to work. It will not provide the training that
is necessary for some of our citizens to reenter the
workforce. And it will not ensure our students can afford a tertiary education. The refrain of “14 years”
does nothing for the constituent who wants their representatives in this Honourable House to come up
with ideas that will make their family’s lives better. The
refrain of “14 years” will not solve the big challenges
that we as a must country face together.
Mr. Speaker, the election was 14 months ago.
This is now the OBA’s Budget, this is now the OBA’s
economy, and this is now the One Bermuda Alliance’s
economic plan. Bermuda is in need of dynamic
change and transformation, change that will empower
our people and secure our future. It is our job as an
Opposition to put forward our own ideas for public
consumption and debate in this Honourable House.
Mr. Speaker, we have done that today, and it
is time for us to work together on the big issues of our
time. Mr. Speaker, the people of this country are
watching, and it is my hope that today, in this Honourable House, we can have a debate of bold ideas worthy of their hopes, their dreams and their aspirations.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you very much,
Honourable Member Burt.
It is now 12:45. We usually stop at 12:30. So,
Honourable Premier, we can come back at 2:15.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I move now that we break for lunch until 2:15
pm.
The Speaker: The House is now adjourned to 2:15
pm.
Proceedings suspended at 12:46 pm
Proceedings resumed at 2:14 pm
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair]

DEBATE ON THE BUDGET STATEMENT
The Speaker: All right. We will continue this economic
debate. We have had the Budget Reply by the Member D. Burt and we will now continue with the debate.
So the Chair will now recognise Dr. Gibbons
the Minister of Economic Development and Education.
Dr. Gibbons.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure this afternoon
to continue the economic debate. And we heard before lunch the Opposition’s Reply. And I am going to
spend a few minutes talking about that, but let me
start by saying that it is long on problems, or identification of problems, and very short on solutions.
But I would like to start, actually, with a document that does have a tremendous amount of substance and that is the Minister of Finance’s Budget
Statement itself. Because I think, from what I have
heard in the community and what I have seen myself
as someone who has done a number of budgets over
the years and actually written quite a few budget replies, this is a very good budget. It is a good budget
for Bermuda and I think the message, the take-away
that the Minister of Finance has said to us is, We cannot continue to do the same things the same way and
expect a better outcome. The status quo is not an option and the Budget Statement that we saw today, the
Budget that we will be debating over the next few
weeks is in fact an approach, a solution, to a lot of the
problems that this Government has inherited.
This Government protects people from higher
taxes, it starts bringing down the cost of Government
and getting it under control, and it puts us on a pathway to actually paying down the debt. In fact, you will
see in this Budget, Mr. Speaker, that some of the debt
is actually paid down.
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And what do I mean when I say it protects
people from higher taxes? There are no new taxes in
the Budget, Mr. Speaker. No tax increases. There
may be some fee increases but it also continues to
provide tax concessions for businesses—businesses
which employ Bermudians, businesses which keep
this economy turning over.
What we have seen, I think, in the Reply is a
sense that we ought to start winding those concessions down. It was a little unclear because many parts
of the Reply were good at identifying the problem but
very, very vague in terms of when and how they would
actually solve it.
So I think the Minister of Finance in our particular case—in the Government’s case—obviously is
reviewing these tax concessions, whether they be to
retail or tourism. And as we get farther into the next
year or so I am sure he will continue to have those
under review. But right now I think it is the Minister’s
judgment, and certainly this Government’s judgment,
that in order to keep people employed it is important
to keep some of those concessions in place at the
present time.
So no new taxes also means it keeps the
pressure off families, it promotes the hiring of out of
work Bermudians by the incentives to hire Bermudians, and we have already seen I think something on
the order of well in excess of 200 that have benefitted
from that particular incentive at least from the Minister
of Finance. And there were a couple . . . another 200
that were hired which do not quite fall into that particular tax regime because they may have been out of
work for too short of time and have been rehired. So
all in all as we understand it there was as a consequence of those concessions something in excess of
400 Bermudians that were employed. These tax concessions also help business to get on with it and, in
fact, they stimulate job growth as well.
But the good news I think for many people out
there, given the precarious situation that this Government inherited, was that there were no layoffs for
Government workers. The Minister of Finance and
Government have found a way to make considerable
reductions in the overall spending—both current and
capital account—without laying off Government workers, without tax increases, and maintaining a significant support programme for people in need.
As we will see in a few minutes, some of the
additional spending on the Current Account this year
is a consequence of additional spending on Financial
Assistance, and certainly in subsidies for health care
as well.
We have also seen in this Budget an end to
an era of what I will call lax spending, lax care, that
saw the deficit and the debt skyrocket over the last
five or ten years. The Budget actually pays down the
debt by some $120 million because we have got
some, basically, some senior notes that are coming
up that will be actually paid down totalling $120 mil-
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lion. And it cuts the deficit—the Current Account deficit—from year to year by nearly 20 per cent.
So all in all what we have seen in this particular Budget is a reducing of the cost of Government to
the tune of some $70 million in cuts. That is about a
6.9 per cent decrease in spending, which puts us well
on the road to getting Government spending back under control and basically, essentially, getting our finances moving in a direction which we absolutely
need (and I will talk a little bit more about that later).
It also puts us in a good place, and the Minister has actually got three years—for those who have
looked at the Budget Statement—three years of projections in here to put in place a medium- and a longterm plan to reduce the size of Government.
All in all, Mr. Speaker, this Budget which I
think has been widely proclaimed as a good balanced
budget, strikes the right balance between the needs of
getting public finances under control while protecting
people from additional taxes and from some of the
other challenges that we are facing out there.
The Minister has set out (as this Government
has consistently from the beginning) a two-track process, and you have got to have both tracks. The first
track, Mr. Speaker, is to grow the economy and grow
revenue. You have got to have that because if it was
simply all cutting, we would be in a downward spiral
given the very precarious situation that we face with
the huge budget deficits and huge debt that we have
been left with [by] the prior Government. The other
track, of course, is getting spending under control.
And that is a 7 per cent reduction, about a 20 per cent
reduction in deficit from this year to next year.
So, Mr. Speaker, in many respects this
Budget gets the country, the country’s finances, back
on a path where we will have credibility—not only internally, but credibility from the outside world as well—
and that is exceedingly important not only for those
that choose to do business here but may not be Bermudian, like international business, but extremely important in terms of the rating agencies and other governments that have to deal with this one. Because as
the Minister took some pains to explain, I think all of
us want to guard our financial independence very
carefully, and had we not started to get back on this
path of right-sizing the budget, right-sizing the spending, we were very, very close to having someone else
essentially call the shots on us. And that could be the
British Government, or if things started to get even
more serious other bodies as well, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: Honourable Members, I would like for
the debate to go on. Please.
Thank you.
Carry on, Honourable Member.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to spend a few minutes and with a half an hour I have not got a lot of time
because I would also like to talk a little bit about economic development and a little bit about education.
But I would like to spend a few minutes on the
Opposition’s Reply to the Budget. And let me start by
saying that I will give them, certainly, an “A” for effort,
in some respects. The Opposition is very good at
identifying problems, and that certainly is their job as
Opposition. Most of the ones that have been identified
in here are problems that have been with us for years.
And as a former Government, unfortunately, they did
very little to address them or correct them. In fact, one
of the challenges the current Government has is a
large part of the difficulty we are in is a consequence
of the actions of the former Government. We have
seen huge overspending and an enormous increase
in debt. Contrast that, Mr. Speaker—
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —contrast that, Mr.
Speaker, with the situation the former Government
inherited in 1998 where there was plenty of money to
go around, they had a fully balanced budget. In fact,
there was an excess on both Capital and Current Account and a situation where there was good, strong
economic growth. Whereas what we have inherited is
a very, very difficult situation and made even more
difficult by policies which we have had to spend the
first year correcting and right-sizing to get both confidence restored and get some of the incentives in this
economy back in the right direction.
Unfortunately, the former Government, as I
have said, they are good at identifying problems, not
very good at either solutions or correcting those problems—
[Inaudible interjection]

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: So in many respects
what we have got here is something which is right for
Bermuda and certainly brings us back into a situation
where we can—

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —not very good at
execution either, Mr. Speaker. I remember a number
of cases where the former Government had talked
about a 10 per cent reduction—it never happened. I
remember very clearly in education there was a situation . . . very clearly a situation where the Government
basically laid off 96 educators in the Budget, and by
the end of the year had hired them all back again. So
it is . . . it is very easy for them to throw suggestions
out there—

[Gavel]

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]
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The Speaker: Just a minute. Just a minute, please.
Honourable Member, take your seat, please.
I am going to ask—every single Honourable
Member will have an opportunity to stand, rebut, tear
to pieces, do whatever you want with whatever is said.
So I ask that Honourable Members respect the fact
that someone is speaking and they have their view.
And every minute for people to be shouting across, it
is not constructive. So, please, if Members could keep
in mind what is said . . . if it is wrong, when you get to
your feet, tear it apart with the language.
Thank you, Honourable Member.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. It is useful to be able to hear yourself speak,
as well.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Let me just to reinforce the point, let me remind the Opposition of what
they actually had in their first Reply. They have said
(and I am quoting from last year’s Budget Reply) “During our time in office we made mistakes, mistakes that
we cannot make again.” Hopefully the country will not
give them a chance to make those mistakes again,
because they basically put us in an extremely difficult
position.
And, again, quoting from last year’s Budget
Reply, “We grew the civil service without giving
enough focus to increasing the efficiency of the civil
service. This growth not only affected current expenditures, but gave us an increasing amount of forward
liabilities that are the responsibility of all of us.” Unfortunately, right now they are the responsibility of the
current Government.
And then it goes on to say, “we as a party own
those mistakes.” Unfortunately, the country and the
current Government own them as much as anybody
right now. And I think that the issue, Mr. Speaker, is
part of the challenge the current Government has was
the growth in the civil service of in excess of a thousand civil servants between 2001 and 2008. And it is
that huge size in the civil service right now that we are
grappling with and we are trying, doing our best, to put
this back on a path where we can start to reduce the
overall spending. As I said, the Minister of Finance in
this Budget has basically spared those kinds of challenges in terms of layoffs.
So let me talk quickly if I can about what I understood the economic plan of the Opposition was. In
essence, what they were talking about and I think to
give them their due, they were talking about reductions in spending, but compared to the current Budget
the Minister of Finance has put forward, it looked as
though they were going to throw another $30 [million]
or maybe it was $43 million at various areas. And I
guess the question is, Where is this money coming
from? Because part of the problem (as the Minister of
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Finance has said) is that we are tapped out. It is very
easy to talk about additional spending, to spend another $40-odd million. But, Mr. Speaker, that is what
got us into the trouble in the first place. That is why
the debt is so large. And it is more of the status quo—
keep spending. But you cannot, you cannot—as the
Minister of Finance has said, the status quo is not an
option here. You have to get back on a path where
you are clearly reducing your spending, and you have
to do it in a credible and significant enough way that
we are not at the mercy of interest rates, increasing
debt as a consequence of the interest spending, and
we have to do it in a way where we maintain our financial independence.
The other part of the Opposition’s Reply, as
far as I could tell, was, and certainly this was their approach to growth, it was set up a RAGE Commission.
The answer to our problems for revenue is setting up
another committee to study it.
Mr. Speaker, we do not have the luxury of
setting up committees to study things right now.
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We do not have that
. . . we do not have that luxury. And I can speak from
personal experience. Back in the early 1990s the
Government at the time set up a Commission on
Competitiveness. It was very broad based, some of
the other side are probably too young to remember
that, but the fact of the matter is that while the—
[Crosstalk]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: It is all very nice
(and the Opposition has the luxury of saying this) to
set up a commission or committee—a RAGE Commission. The fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, this
Government is working on solutions right now. And we
are working on solutions in tourism. We are working
on solutions in infrastructure. We are working on solutions in basically restoring confidence and looking for
ways in which to enlarge, particularly, our international
business, which is the largest component of our economy. The Opposition is talking about studying it.
Mr. Speaker, we have seen the same old
ideas trotted out again and again. We heard about the
blue economy again, and seabed mining.
Mr. Speaker, I think the current Government
understands there may be—and the emphasis is on
“may be”—some potential in undersea mineral resources. After all, back in 1998, there was a discussion at the time about someone who wanted to explore the seabed. We can see that almost nothing has
happened between 1998 and the current time to actually explore those mineral resources. In fact, back in
the 1980s and 1990s it got to be a bit of a running
joke because every year the Opposition at the time
would have manganese nodules in their Budget Re-
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ply. We see it again in a slightly different format here.
The fact of the matter is there may be potential for
undersea mining, but it is still at a very early stage,
and someone is going to have to spend significant
resources in order to determine whether there are actually any minerals there or not.
We have also heard about the cannabis
economy and online gaming. Online gaming is another issue that has been around for years, Mr.
Speaker. I can remember back in the mid-1990s—
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sides of our House we must adhere to what the rules
are. I think that if I went strictly by the rules nobody
would say anything other than the person who is
speaking. And we try to be reasonable in that interjections are allowed and tolerated here and there, but we
cannot continue to do it—just continually do it. And I
am asking Members if they would please refrain from
it. Control yourselves. Do not let me have to control
you. You know, we are all . . . we all can do that, I am
sure.
Carry on, please.

[Inaudible interjection]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Years.
I can remember back in the mid-1990s Cabinet was approached by an Australian entrepreneur
who wanted to bring online gaming to Bermuda.
[Inaudible interjection]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That is right—online
gaming. And basically at the time, and I think there is
still . . . there is still an issue here with it. It is a reputational issue. And I think if they had bothered to talk to
members of the international business community,
there is great concern out there about the reputational
impact of online gaming. And I do not want to get into
it in a great deal of detail. It is also pretty prevalent.
And we were advised, and I am sure the Minister of
Tourism and Transport can speak to this, we were
advised it is an area which is quite mature in a number of ways, and it would be very difficult for us to
break it at the current time.
Let me tackle a bunch of other issues here
which cropped up, and I would like to tackle them very
quickly. We recognise—
[Inaudible interjection]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: That Honourable
Member, Mr. Speaker, continues to impute—
The Speaker: Yes.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: —improper motives
and impugn integrity, and I thought we had agreed
that we were going to stop that sort of thing in this
House, sir.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We . . . we . . . we
saw—
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Honourable Member, just a minute.
Please, please. Please, Honourable Member.
You know, I think that we have to, you know, on both

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to touch on a couple
of other issues that were raised in the Opposition’s
Reply. The first is the so-called $45 million overspend
that the Opposition refers to. The fact of the matter,
Mr. Speaker, is that when you look at the overall
Budget, the overspend was slightly in excess of $1
million. Let me explain how that works. And I will
come back to the so-called $45 million overspend.
In the current year, what we have seen is
revenues were actually (and that is the 2013/14 year)
$21 million higher than expected. The current expenditure was $32 million higher than expected. That
leaves a Current Account deficit of some $10 [million]
to $11 million greater than estimated. There was an
additional expense on interest as a consequence of
the $800 million that the Minister of Finance raised,
and that basically increased another $12.7 million.
The Capital Expenditure was actually $22 million below where it was supposed to be. When you put all
those things together, what you end up with is an
overall deficit against Budget of $1.4 million or some
0.4 per cent.
So in point of fact, the Minister of Finance was
pretty darn good in terms of what he had budgeted
and what had come out. Yes, it is true that on Current
Account there were some additional overspends, and
those were primarily in the areas of Financial Assistance where we are underpinning families in need,
and certainly in health care as well.
Another area—
[Inaudible interjection]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: The Honourable
Member says, What about travel? Interesting. Interesting question here. Interesting question.
The estimate for this year was . . . for last
year, actually (sorry, let me go back) was $5.3 . . . Let
me start again—$3.4 million is in the current Budget
line as the actual expenditure for the former year
2012/13. But when you actually look at what the Government was intending to spend, it was budgeted at
$5.3 million, Mr. Speaker. They said they were going
to spend $5.3 [million], they ended up spending $3.4
[million]—that is a good thing. I submit, Mr. Speaker,
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the only reason they did not spend the $5.3 [million] is
because we had an election in the third quarter and in
the next quarter we had an OBA Government. So in
point of fact, they were actually budgeting for over $5
million.
And what is interesting, Mr. Speaker, is what I
found when I have gone back and looked at some of
the spending (and particularly in my Ministry with
Economic Development). What I have found is [that]
in the ten months so far my spending is one quarter
(for Economic Development on travel) of what the
previous Minister’s was. And I suspect you will find the
same approach happening with the Premier and others as well. Our spending is considerably under what
the former Government spending was on travel.
Mr. Speaker, the other issue that I think has
come up again, and I think it is just a cheap shot here,
is this issue about . . . on page 7 of the Opposition’s
Reply and that is the comment about casinos (quoting
from the Budget Statement), “Casinos will be licensed
1
and strictly regulated by a Gaming Authority which
will be appointed by and answerable to the Premier.”
The Minister of Finance has already pointed out that
that was an error. It has been corrected.
The Gaming Authority is independent—
independent of the Premier. The Ministers or the
Premier are not going to be, nor is it intended they be
handing out gaming licences, Mr. Speaker. I think it is
important to make sure people understand that.
Now, on page 12 we are talking about tax
concessions. A great deal of effort is spent on looking
at the amount of tax concessions. I think all of us recognise that a good deal of support is given in tax concessions. It did not start with the former Government,
it actually started with the United Bermuda Party in the
early 1990s when tax concessions, customs duty,
were given to support and incentivise hotel refurbishment and hotel development. So it goes back a very,
very long way.
The other issue which I found interesting is
under tax reform in terms of reforming our economy.
There is a great deal here about we need to have tax
reform, but it is very short on solutions or even specifics, because while they say that the current tax system is not working very well, they then go [on] to say
that consumption taxes like VAT may not be appropriate for Bermuda, and I agree with that (the Bahamas
is about to introduce one). They kind of skirt around
the whole issue of income tax, talking about a progressive tax, but nothing very specific here, Mr.
Speaker. So, once again, good on identifying a problem, but what happened over the last, you know, 15
years or so? If it was such a problem, why did they not
address it back then?
Mr. Speaker, the other issue that comes up
again is this issue of the 60/40 rules. And I think it is
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important here because the Shadow Minister is very
careful, very careful in terms of how he words this.
The Minister of Finance did not say that the 60/40 rule
should be thrown out. In fact, the Shadow Minister
says the Minister seemed ready to abandon the
60/40. I am going to let the Minister of Finance address that in his own way. It is clear that if we are going to ask or try and get additional foreign capital in
here, we need to look at where we are with respect to
the 60/40 rule, Mr. Speaker. And I think, obviously,
more work needs to be done on that. Yes, the Opposition did provide some liberalisation with amendments
to the Companies Act a couple of years ago. That has
not worked out terribly well, and we are probably going to have to redraft some of those amendments.
I found this extraordinary that they were recommending, as far as the banks were concerned, that
there be a statutory rate of interest which we set at
3 per cent. Again, some of them may be too young—
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
An Hon. Member: Declare his interest.
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member did say
that the Honourable Member should declare his interest.
But the Honourable Member is misleading the
House. We did not say anything of the statutory rate
of interest in regard to the banks. We did not say that
we should set the statutory—
The Speaker: Thank you for that correction.
Mr. E. David Burt: —rate of interest for banks.
The Speaker: Thank you for that correction.
Honourable Member, carry on.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I may have misread it. It sounded like they
were trying to fix an interest rate.
An Hon. Member: You misread a lot.
[Inaudible interjections]
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: We had that many
years ago.
The Speaker: All right. It is corrected.

1
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[Inaudible interjection]
An Hon. Member: Declare your interest.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: I have, actually, very
little interest when it comes to it these days; we are
minority shareholders, so—

The Speaker: Please do not use that language! That
is not language for the House. That is not language
for the House.
[Inaudible interjection]

An Hon. Member: Aha! But a shareholder just the
same.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: With respect to energy . . . with respect to energy, many of things that
are in here are issues that the Government is getting
on with, and I will just spend a couple of minutes on it.
But the issues, essentially, of dealing with power purchase agreements or interconnection agreements are
a very important foundation of being able to essentially energise (if I can put it that way) alternatives, and
additional generation by others besides BELCO. We
have a committee that is set up and going on with it
and we hope to have some resolution fairly soon.
As far as liquefied natural gas goes, unfortunately, the former Government had an opportunity to
move ahead on that—did not—and we are—

The Speaker: That is not language for the House,
please.
All right, Honourable Member. The Honourable Member has corrected so—
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Right.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Mr. Speaker, I am
going to have to disagree with him, because I have
seen enough evidence to suggest that they were actively discussing LNG with BELCO back in the day.
The Speaker: All right. Fair enough.
Carry on.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
Point of order.

[Inaudible interjection]

The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member?

The Speaker: Carry on. Speak to the Speaker.

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: For the tenth time in his address, the Honourable Member is misleading this
House.
The Speaker: What . . . what . . .
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: I ask him to retract that
statement.
The Speaker: What statement?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The liquefied natural gas. He
just made a statement that we—
The Speaker: What is the correction then?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: He is misleading the House.
We moved profusely towards—
The Speaker: All right. Okay, thanks.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: —liquefied natural gas.
The Speaker: Thanks, Honourable Member.
So what you are saying is that . . . that—

Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
I think some of the other areas here, rather
than having Government subsidize or underwrite alternative energy (although we started that way in the
Green Paper and the White Paper), I think it is up to
the private sector. And there are a lot of good examples (and I think they should be aware of this) in the
United States and other places where governments
over-subsidized this area and there was tremendous
fallout as a consequence. What we need is a good
financing plan. Because if you are going to put
$40,000 worth of photovoltaic panels on your roof . . .
a lot of people cannot afford that up front. So we need
to find a good way, and there are a lot of good models
out there and we have been discussing some of these
where the private sector can work to help finance this
so that you get a return on that as a consequence of
the difference between the cost of energy that you are
generating and the price that your utility, or in this
case BELCO, would provide.
So there are a lot of issues going on in energy. We can discuss those more, Mr. Speaker, when
we get to the actual Committee of Supply.
I will just finish on this note—we will also have
an opportunity to do more of this—but in education (as
Honourable Members will have seen) we have got
some significant increases in a very important area
and that is in terms of professional development, im-
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proving the quality of teaching through the additional
expenditure in terms of principals and also teachers
as well, investing heavily into the people that actually
manage the quality of teaching in the classroom.
Mr. Speaker, am I almost there?
The Speaker: Yes, another minute and 30 seconds.
Dr. the Hon. E. Grant Gibbons: Okay.
So in regard to education, I think it is an area
that we will be talking a lot more about. I am very encouraged by some of the direction I am going. The
Commissioner has settled in very nicely.
So, Mr. Speaker, let me just end on this. I
think the Opposition has done a good job in terms of
identifying problems. They have done a very mediocre
job in terms of providing anything new in terms of solutions. We have seen the same old blue economy.
We have seen setting up a committee to solve it. We
have seen a lot of issues identified, but nothing that
actually comes down to solutions.
The Budget that the Minister of Finance presented last
week is solutions. It is getting us back on the right
path, Mr. Speaker, and it is going to head this country
in the right direction.
Thank you, sir.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair is going to recognise the Honourable Member, T. E. Lister, from Sandys South.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: And I must say that I will go from . . .
since MP Lister is an Independent Member, then I will
go to the official Opposition, and then back to the
Government.
MP Lister.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, with your permission, I would
like to start off with just reading a piece I sent to the
press last week Friday, if you will give me permission.
The Speaker: Oh, yes. That is fine. Go ahead.
2

Hon. Terry E. Lister: “The Minister of Finance has
seen fit to have a Budget that has put the country in a
holding pattern by having a Budget that projects small
increases in revenues without any new taxes or tax
rate increases of any significance while reducing expenditures by some $70 million.
“These figures are a long way away from what
is needed to reach a balanced Budget and to stop
annual increases in Bermuda’s debt load. In fact, the
Budget Statement indicated that there is a projection
2
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of $216M increase in debt for the coming year while
the overall Budget deficit is some $267M.
“There are those who will see this as a responsible Budget in light of Bermuda’s economic
state, which the Minister described as fragile. However, others will be disappointed that the Budget did
not go far enough towards reducing deficits and the
elimination of new borrowing.
“For me the concern is ‘the devil is in the details’. Rather than bringing a post-SAGE implementation Budget, the Minister is still yet to tell the country
which SAGE recommendations he will take on though
he did explicitly tell us which departments are now on”
(what I am calling) “a hit list for some form of privatisation.
“The financial impact of these decisions has
not been factored into the Budget and the actual
Budget could be strangely different from predicted
depending on what measures of privatisation takes
place.
“So instead of marches around Parliament
next Friday’ (today) “we will now engage in a cat and
mouse game of which department goes along with the
accompanying charges of whose friends and family
are benefiting by the sale of the entities being sold.
Stay tuned!”
Mr. Speaker, I think that sums up really how I
saw the Budget last week Friday. Today we have the
opportunity to look at two Budgets—two different approaches—and they are very different. One proposes
an increase in taxes. One proposes higher spending
than the other. One projects higher revenue than the
other. The real and strategic difference between these
two Budgets boils down to a real and critical difference between the one thing that no one actually controls. That one thing is revenue. You cannot control
that.
Looking at the two Budget Statement plans
out to 2016/17, the difference, the real difference, the
vital difference, is not so much what people will spend.
No, instead, the real difference is in what people project they will receive as revenue. They are two different plans along these lines.
The Government sees modest growth in
revenue. They see revenue rising by just 6 per cent
between the end of this fiscal year and the end of
2016/17. They see income in 2016/17 possibly reaching $957 million. We see this in the Budget Book. This
is very conservative growth.
The Opposition, on the other hand, sees a
rapid rise in revenue. They see revenue rising about
11 per cent between the end of 2013/14 and the end
of 2016/17. They see income in 2016/17 possibly
reaching $999 million. It is a big difference. This is a
rapid growth and the type of growth that we last experienced between 2003 and 2006.
And just looking at the Finance Minister now I
can remember him being on this side then complaining about the heated economy. Remember those
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days? (He is nodding his head.) He also talked about
a crystal ball. I cannot remember what was in that
crystal ball, but there was a lot of talk about the crystal
ball back then as well.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Back when the global economy
was surging upwards and when intellectual capital
was then flooding into Bermuda, it was heady days,
things were going really well. And so this was when
Bermuda’s overall economy was just booming and
growing. Everything was rising. In today’s local and
global economy, Bermuda’s tourism (as an example)
is so low that it is below the level of 2005. At best,
even with gaming, the tourism revenue is unlikely to
reach the 2007 level of about $513 million.
On the job front, we have in the Budget Book
34,500 jobs that were filled in 2013. Mr. Speaker, this
is the level we were at in 1996—that is how far back it
is. Back then there were 34,600 jobs filled. Between
2008 and 2013 the economy has shed 5,700 jobs, Mr.
Speaker. That is a significant number, and we have
seen the jobs dropping from 40,000 jobs right down to
34,500.
Mr. Speaker, when you look at the National
Economic Report for 2013, the GDP is reckoned to be
around $5.3 billion. That is where GDP for Bermuda
was in 2006—seven years ago. The report projects a
flat GDP for 2014—no growth, no change.
So the point to all of this is that the fundamental pieces of our economy have shrunk, have fallen
and created problems. So it is optimistic to suggest
that over the next three years Bermuda’s economy will
grow at a rate of 6 per cent overall. Starting from this
zero growth this year and growing all the way up to
$5.7 billion by 2016/17, is a total stretch.
Mr. Speaker, when I look at all of this, my
concern is that on the one hand there is a very conservative approach [and] on the other hand there is a
very aggressive approach. The actual outcome is going to be somewhere in the middle and we have to
make sure we put our heads down and really push
forward towards that point.
Mr. Speaker, in my early remarks I referred to
the privatisation aspect. And I wanted to start there
because you will recall when we talked about SAGE in
the House I said to the Minister then, Leave that piece
alone. You are not going to do it in the short term. You
are going to create all sorts of problems to the workforce and to the people of Bermuda. Let’s get on with
the rest. Well, here we go again. And here is the trick
to it. We learned a new word. Three months ago nobody in this room could say “mutualisation.” Nobody—
I never heard anybody in this room say it. No, none.
Now, everybody is saying it—mutualisation—that is
what we ought to do—mutualisation. We are not going
to privatise, we are going to mutualise. Well, what is
that all about? What is that all about?
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Mr. Speaker, what will happen to the Bermudians who are now employed—mutualisation, privatisation, outsourcing? What is going to happen at a
time when we have 3,000 Bermudians out of work?
The whole game to privatisation is lowering your
costs. We have an open economy in Bermuda where
people come in all the time—all properly stamped by
Immigration—but they come in all the time. If we just
go forth willy-nilly, I would not be surprised to turn
around one year, two years, three years from now and
find that when I go out in the morning and put my
trash by the road, up will come a group of $8.00-anhour-work-permit-holders to collect my trash. Sounds
far-fetched? No. It sounds quite realistic.
And then, what about the taxpayer? Think
about this, Mr. Speaker. Right now you put your trash
out twice a week. I put mine out twice a week. I pay
my annual taxes. In [the] future, I will still pay my
taxes. Nothing is going to happen to my taxes, but
then the garbage collection man sends me a bill for
my garbage. So how am I better off?
An Hon. Member: You’re not.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: I am not better off. And in actual
fact, when you consider the list of things people complain about under the now defunct and non-existent
United Bermuda Party, in 1997/98 we went to one day
a week garbage collection and that created all sorts of
problems. They changed it in 1998 and garbage collection is way down on the list of complaints. So that is
just a simple example of where we can end up if we
run straight down this path.
Now, Mr. Speaker, do you know what really
bothers me about this? There is an efficiency and da,
da, da, reform—I cannot remember all the words. My
cousin likes these committees, you know. He likes
little terms. Did you ever pick up on that? It is okay. I
will catch him up. I am not there yet, but he is going to
put a committee in place. We have been told that. And
the committee will decide what gets privatised, mutualised, outsourced, and will report back to the Minister—to the Minister. Not you, not me, not the 36 of us
up here. And, you know, I have tremendous respect
for the—
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
Honourable Member, MP Lister, please, take your
seat.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The Honourable Member
is misleading the House. I distinctly said the decisions
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on those things will be made by the Minister as well as
Cabinet.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: This authority that he is
talking about—the Reform and Efficiency Authority—is
to do the grunt work on this thing and make recommendations to me.
The Speaker: All right.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: All right?
The Speaker: Thank you, Minister.
Carry on, MP Lister.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the
fact that the Minister said what he had to say, but unfortunately, I am forced to just go by the book. That is
all I can do. On page 29 it says, “The Efficiency and
Reform Authority will be the body which decides,
along with the Minister of Finance, which departments
will be spun off and what form the spinoff will take.”
What does that mean, Mr. Speaker? What does it
mean?
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: To me it means what it says. It
is . . . you know, I like to say that when I speak, I like
to speak so that a primary school child could understand me. And this, this sentence here, any primary
school child in Bermuda could understand. For the
benefit of those at home, I will read it again. “The Efficiency and Reform Authority will be the body which
decides, along with the Minister of Finance, which departments will be spun off and what form the spinoff
will take.”
Now, Mr. Speaker, you know, now that the
Minister stood up . . . this is an aside, but this is something that bothers me. From the time this speech was
made, on about three or four occasions, I have seen
the Minister or someone else get up and say, Well,
that’s not quite what it meant. Well, the Book was
wrong. Wait a little minute. What is this? This is the
Budget Book.
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker—
The Speaker: I am trying to hear you. I cannot to tell
you the truth. I need to better hear you. There is no
much noise that I . . . And you would like for me to
understand what you are saying I would think.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes, yes.
At the bottom of the very first page, the last
paragraph says (and this is the Budget speech), “This
Budget continues the work we started in 2013—
improving conditions for the hiring of Bermudians, imposing strong measures to control government spending, eliminating red tape to facilitate investments and
setting up new avenues to grow the economy”—four
things.
Improving conditions to hire Bermudians—I
think the report says we lost 900 jobs this year. Am I
right? Am I making it up? Am I guessing? In fact, I
even remember the number—it is 913. Though I have
also heard Government say, Well, we put this tax
break plan in place and we hired 200 people under
that! Get out of here! Do not play games with me! That
is all you are doing right now, you are playing games
with me.The Bible here says 900 jobs were lost.
Now we go on to say “imposing strong
measures to control government spending.” Now, I am
going to tie this, Mr. Speaker, to openness and transparency as the basis for good governance. Mr.
Speaker, those terms are the key words of any and
every Opposition. Now when you get in Government
you try to hide them; you do not want to talk about
that. But in Opposition those are key words. Here is
one. We had this overspend. We just heard the last
Minister debate the $45 million down to $1 million and
it was all good, but $45 [million] is $45 [million]. And
Mr. Speaker, do you remember this thing we call
supplementals?
An Hon. Member: Oh, yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: You do remember that my
friend (I will call him friend because we worked together 30 years ago) Larry Dennis used to flog the
governments for failing to bring supplementals on a
timely basis. Am I correct?

An Hon. Member: Sure is.

Some Hon. Members: Yes.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: The Budget Book is right. This
is the Bible for our finances for the next year. And to
have the Minister and his colleagues stand up inside a
week and tell Bermuda it is wrong—what are they
talking about? What are they talking about? How can
they tell me it is wrong inside a week? This is the Bible. Okay.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay. How
supplementals have we seen in the last year?
Some Hon. Members: None.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Sorry, what did you say?
Some Hon. Members: None!

[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: My gracious! We have not seen
one supplemental, yet we are $45 million over!
An Hon. Member: Oh, no.
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: How does that work? You
know, I do not understand it, Mr. Speaker.
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
[Gavel]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Openness. Transparency. It
does not work. It does not work. It does not exist.
Mr. Speaker, this Government has assured us
that they would bring down the debt. That was the
goal. In Opposition, that was the goal. In campaigning,
that was the goal. In becoming a new Government,
that was the goal. Now every time I heard it, I
scratched my head. You cannot have (and these are
things you have inherited) you cannot inherit a Current
Account deficit of $300 million (which is just outrageous) and not increase the debt because it cannot
happen. And so what did we have? We had a $216
million increase in the debt for the year. We are now
st
going to be sitting on the 31 of March 2015 on a debt
of $1.988 billion—$2 billion—a figure we have never
seen before. So those who feel that this did not go far
enough and who really count the dollars as first and
foremost are naturally very concerned that we have
had a $200 million increase yet again.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I had the benefit of being
able to look at an analysis that went out over the three
years and here is the worst part—we fussed amongst
ourselves when the good Minister announced that he
was going to borrow $800 million—big borrowing. I did
not like it because it was going to push us way over
this $2 billion line and I thought it was a bad thing to
do in terms of talking to people abroad and elsewhere.
Not everybody follows the numbers properly. But he
went and did it anyway. When you extrapolate the
numbers over three years, we fall short by $100 million. Can you believe that, Mr. Speaker? So this Government has got a lot of work to do. So how do we fix
it? Well, I have heard the Opposition say, Grow the
revenues. I will vote that way. Let us grow the revenues. But, no, the real plan is—you can say it with
me—privatisation, mutualisation and outsourcing.
Privatisation, mutualisation and outsourcing—
in this open economy what will that do to our Bermudian workers? Okay? What will that do? And let me
say this too, Mr. Speaker, you and I have travelled a
lot. We have been to a lot of places. We have been to
some places where people are just sharp—boom,
boom, boom, boom! And we have been some places
where people are just laid back. You have both everywhere. We have both in Bermuda. We have some
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very fine Bermudian workers and we have some guys
that are laid back and you cannot get the day’s work
out of them. We know that.
But we have allowed Bermudians to be characterised as if we were lazy and shiftless too often. In
this House the 36 of us should take a stand—a stand
for Bermudians every day—knowing that we have got
cousins and brothers who will not pull their weight. But
that is all around the world. But we have to stand for
those who are prepared to do what is necessary to
bring Bermuda and carry us forward.
Mr. Speaker, both of us—former Education
Ministers—it pained me (as I have said before) to
have had this debate here last June changing the way
the money was to be given to scholarships. And then
to see the Government come and give four scholarships—they never told us that was coming! I felt so
annoyed, so insulted, so cheated! And do you know
what else came to my mind? Openness and transparency.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Whoa! We stood up here and
debated that Bill and nobody saw fit to say, Oh, by the
way, we aren’t giving seven or eight scholarships, we
are going to give four. Nobody saw fit to do that. And
now we grab up this book and we see that the scholarships for this year have been reduced. And, Mr.
Speaker, give me permission to be personal. There is
a scholarship for mature students—I put that in. I put
that in. You know, people say, Well, what is your legacy? That is part of my legacy—a scholarship for mature students. And where is it? Where is it?
An Hon. Member: Gone.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Come on, man, do not tell me it
is gone! Mr. Speaker, this is not right, you know. This
is not right. We are risking our future when we cut our
scholarships.
On my travels I have been to Spain. It is a
wonderful country—advise anybody to go. But do you
know what Spain’s biggest export is today? Young
people—a 50 per cent unemployment rate of well educated people—that is their biggest export. We cannot
afford that. Bermuda used to have a brain drain, a
black brain drain—
An Hon. Member: We know what you are saying.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Too many B’s. Remember we
used to do the S’s—Sally sells seashells by the
shore—you know. Well, the B’s are hard too. We used
to have a brain drain. It stopped in the 1970s. Very
few of the people that any of us went to school with
stayed abroad. They only stayed abroad if they chose
a career that they could not practice in Bermuda—
some engineers, advertising people—most stayed
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here, most came back. That will change if we take this
sort of approach.
Furthermore, if we do not fund them they will
not be able to go in the first place. The Government’s
responsibility is to have people believe in tomorrow,
regardless of what is going on today. I have said to
people many times that a classic example is if you
consider the 1976 election in the United States between Reagan and Carter. Carter was the sitting President—an honest and decent man. Interest rates hit
20 per cent under him. Things were bad and Carter
said, Listen, if you elect me we will somehow work our
way out of this. And Reagan said, Happy days are
here again. Happy days are here . . . these people
were in a bad way, but the cowboy out of Hollywood
came and said, Happy days are here again, and they
all sang the song and voted him in by a landslide—
because they wanted a future. We want a future in
Bermuda and we cannot cut ourselves off at the
knees.
The last person who spoke before me has a
title called “Minister of Education and Economic Development” and I think I said it right.
[Inaudible interjection]
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Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The Honourable Member
is misleading the House. Those numbers—those 200
extra jobs—are the Shadow Minister’s numbers. They
did not come from the Ministry of Finance.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I am not finished with my
point of order.
The Speaker: Just a minute. Honourable Member!
Honourable Member, if Honourable Members—all of
you. Honourable Members—all of you.
Honourable Member, if you could respond
and respond in a responsible manner.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker.
I just did not like being interrupted when I was
interrupting the Honourable Member here.
The Speaker: Right. But Honourable Member, let me
handle that.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: I do not understand what that
title means because as far as I can tell this country is
without a Minister or PS for Education—without a Minister and a PS. Now, how important is education to us
if we are not even going to commit a Minister or a PS
to it?
Mr. Speaker, our future is at risk. It is not just
dollars and cents that we are dealing with here you
know. These are real bodies, real people. Our future.
We have an ageing population. We all know that. So
we need young people to come in and carry us forward.
But, you know, again, openness and transparency. The Government promised us that they
would not allow the civil service to grow—it would not
happen. And then we look at the Budget Book and
there are 200 more jobs this year than last year. Wait
a minute, how did that work? You promised me that
you were on top of things, you were not going to do
that—what is the term we have been hearing? “Lackadaisical spending” of previous days. Is that it? That
was not going to happen anymore, yet we have 200
more jobs—900 jobs lost in the year. The Government
is the party of business—
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Let me handle that.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I will abide by your guidance.
The Speaker: Right. Let me handle that.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: The actual number of
people employed by the Bermuda Government decreased by 193 people. The numbers that the Honourable Member are interpreting include not only people but posts. So you cannot make the conclusion that
he drew.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Carry on, MP Lister.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, what we are required to do is to compare apples to apples. That is all
we are required to do, you know. If you are sent down
to the shop by your mama to get apples do not bring
home oranges, no matter how nice they look—
[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Minister. You have
the floor.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

Hon. Terry E. Lister: —and they are on special. You
still cannot bring them home. At least you could not in
my house. Okay? You bought the apples.
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And so what we have to compare is job numbers to job numbers. That is how Government has
been measured all these years. Job posts—how many
posts? And the posts are up 200. That is it. And you
have got to wonder . . . and even if the Minister makes
a point about, Oh, it’s 100 less people—he said that.
You do not know that and I do not know that. I do not
know.
Number two, if in fact it is something we
should not worry about, we still have the question of,
in this time of cutting back, why did the number of
posts grow anyway? Give me an explanation for that.
Why did the number of posts grow?
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, the bottom line is
the position is indefensible and it is foolish to try and
defend it.
Mr. Speaker, the Minister would have us to
believe that everything is going up, but if you look on
page 4 of the Budget Book he says, “Payroll taxes are
up marginally to $329 million” compared to “$328 million the year before.” Well, that is an easy mathematical exercise—329 [minus] 328, the answer is 1. The
taxes have gone up $1 million in the year. So jobs and
taxes go hand in hand, don’t they?
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Payroll taxes affect the jobs,
yes?
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: So I am hard pressed for you to
convince me that you created more jobs if the payroll
tax numbers are basically the same. Okay?
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, I know all of that. But you
know what? When you take the whole thing, you are
comparing the whole thing to the whole thing each
year.
[Inaudible interjection]
The Speaker: Honourable Members, speak to the
Chair.
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An Hon. Member: Yes, you did.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Oh, foolish me. This is the party—I wondered why they did not react. They were all
so calm over there and relaxed. Let me rephrase it.
This is the party of business. And many people did
actually vote for that party on the basis that they know
business. We need people to come in and sort it out
now. Well, if we know business how about this, Mr.
Speaker? The creators of jobs are small business.
Why would the Government not (and I am going to
encourage them to) consider a tax break, for say, six
months for all entrepreneurs from customs duty, from
payroll, from stamp duty, stamp tax to get small businesses going and have them move forward? Why not
do that? Let us do things that work for the common
man, not trickle down, straight into his hand. That
would be one such thing.
Mr. Speaker, I have heard it said that because
the Government is not just about money and they do
care about people there is a significant increase in this
year’s Budget in Financial Assistance to help those
people needing help. It sounds really good until you
actually look at the numbers. And you take one look at
it and you realise there is a tug on your leg because
someone is pulling your pants. The actual increase
this year is not an increase.
The budget for Financial Assistance this year
is down by $1.5 million. It is down by $1.5 million. And
no one has told us what the plan is to get all these
people back to work that is going to create this $1.5
million decrease. However, I did see the Minister say
something in the Budget that worried me. He said on
page 6, “The trajectory of this trend in Financial Assistance is unsustainable”—okay, I will buy into that, and
four more words which I wish he had not put in, and
here they are—“has to be addressed.” What does that
mean, Mr. Speaker? What does that mean? “Has to
be addressed.”
Now, if he meant has to be addressed by creating jobs and putting people to work, he has got me
side by side, shoulder to shoulder with him. But I think
it means something else. And that is what worries me.
Mr. Speaker, what we should be seeing is a
commitment to workforce development. What we
should be seeing is a commitment to training, to growing our people—
The Speaker: Honourable Member?
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Yes.

Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, this is the party of
Government [sic] and a lot of people have said they
voted for this party because they were the party of
Government—I am sorry, the party of business. Did I
say the party of Government?
Some Hon. Members: Yes.

The Speaker: That is your 30 minutes.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: That is your 30 minutes, sir. I will give
you one minute to wrap up.
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Hon. Terry E. Lister: Okay, Mr. Speaker, that is very
good. I am on point 7 of 15, so one minute—
[Laughter]
The Speaker: So you have got to do 7 to 15 in one
minute.
Hon. Terry E. Lister: Mr. Speaker, let me just wrap
up this way.
Mr. Speaker, honesty and integrity is required
of all leaders. This country has to feel that the leaders
are just that, and that we are going to be open. We
are going to be straightforward. We are not going to
play games. We are not going to have our cry for
PATI [Public Access to Information], PATI, PATI, PATI
and then we get into the Budget Book and we find that
PATI expenses are cut and they are reduced to one
person. And it has been 13 months and we have not
seen PATI. This is a simple example. There is a lot
that has to be done. But it will not get done if the people do not have faith and trust in their leaders. And all
36 of us up here have a responsibility to generate and
to project that which will require and gain the trust and
faith of the country as we go forward.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will recognise the Honourable
Member W. H. Roban, who has the floor.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Believing in the future. Believing in the future.
That is a very important idea. It is very important because that is a responsibility that we all hold for this
country, to ensure that our people believe in the future.
And, Mr. Speaker, having heard a couple of
speakers prior I might be convinced to believe that
everything that Dr. Gibbons said was correct.
The Speaker: The Honourable Dr. Gibbons.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: The Honourable Member—
The Speaker: The Honourable Minister.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I might also seek to believe that
the tooth fairy, Santa Claus, and the Easter Bunny
exist too. I might be accused of . . . I might be motivated to believe those things too, if I choose to believe
that everything that the Honourable Minister, Dr. Gibbons, said is right. And certainly I can believe, Mr.
Speaker, that some Ministers in the OBA Government
have been working very hard in the past year to do
the things that the Finance Minister in his Statement
has sought to do in his effort at eloquence to make us
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believe that they are turning the country around. I also
know that some Ministers have been working on bank
bailouts, mergers in telecommunications, and also
purchases of broadcasters too.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Walter H. Roban: And I can also see in his
Statement that this Government, though they are trying to convince us that they are interested in revenue,
they have plans to give it away—$15 [million], $20
million—if one wants to look at the numbers as well.
So I might believe in a whole lot of stuff, Mr.
Speaker. I certainly believe that the OBA is trying to
do its best. The question is, is their best good
enough?
An Hon. Member: And for who?
Mr. Walter H. Roban: And in the background the
question is, For who?
An Hon. Member: For whom?
Mr. Walter H. Roban: We have already seen the
Honourable Member before me catch out the Finance
Minister on one statement that he made. And it has
been an extraordinary week, Mr. Speaker. We have
seen this document be almost turned into a facsimile
thereof the comments in the media. Somehow this
document is no longer seen as being definitive according to the One Bermuda Alliance. It is the National
Economic Report of 2013—I am sorry, not the National Report, but the Budget Statement of 2014/15, Mr.
Speaker, which I am on my feet discussing as well as
referring to the Reply statement of the Opposition
Member, Mr. Burt.
But we have seen over the past week an extraordinary occurrence of which I have never ever,
ever seen in my study, understanding, comprehension, or research of Westminster politics, politics in
Bermuda, politics in the Commonwealth. I have never
seen a Budget Statement in all my understanding of
the history of Westminster Government, which goes
back centuries. I have never seen the Budget Statement be then reinterpreted by its own authors in public. It is extraordinary. I have never seen that. And it
seems as if most of the country has missed it. It is
absolutely unbelievable. Whereas something that is
written definitively in this document—and let us be
clear, Mr. Speaker, and I have not even gotten to my
main speech yet, but I am just so aghast by some of
the things that I have seen.
This is the most carefully crafted document of
any government on a yearly basis. It is even more
important than the Throne Speech because the
Throne Speech, frankly, is almost ceremonial in its
aspiration. It is more of a part of a ceremony of opening Government. I mean, you know, we could come
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here at November and come in here and do our work,
we do not need the ceremony to get started. But you
need a budget to pay for the Government’s work. This
is the most important document of any Government,
certainly within the Westminster style of government it
is. It is so carefully crafted. I would argue that all of the
intellectual power that a Government has is ploughed
into this document because it has to be definitive.
Every word is written on and is carefully considered.
The public is waiting with bated breath.
There are stories of finance challenges of the
Exchequer in the UK having flasks of whiskey and gin
just to get through it—that is how serious this document is. It is no joke. But we have seen in this country,
in this Westminster style of Government, the Finance
Minister tell up (not even in the House I might add) but
outside the House, Well, actually that line or that page
was not correct. Extraordinary! I have never seen it
before. I do not buy the Finance Minister’s explanation
for why it is not there. Perhaps we will learn later the
truth behind it, but extraordinary. But I have come to
have seen extraordinary things from the OBA Government—extraordinary things. And I am certain we
will see more extraordinary things, Mr. Speaker, in the
years to come.
I now will go forward after that contemplation.
Time will come, time will go, someone will come behind me and have something else to say. So I will use
my time that I have, Mr. Speaker, and say what I have
to say and hope that a few people will listen and perhaps see it for what it is worth.
Interesting line on the first page of the Budget
Statement—oh, but let me start by saying something
else, Mr. Speaker, before I go to my notes. I must
commend my colleague, the Honourable David Burt,
Shadow Minister of Finance, for the Statement that he
gave today. And he will be commended for many of
the ideas, the details, the proposals that he has put in
here. But the one thing I would like to . . . because a
number of Members are going to come behind me
and they are going to say what has to be said, so I do
not have to say everything, I just need to get started
with a little bit of what has to be said.
The Honourable Member, Mr. Burt, made it
very clear why we are the PLP and they are the OBA.
This Statement makes it very clear. If anybody in the
Bermudian voter public had any allusion that we were
somehow similar—that all parties are alike, they are
all about the same things—this Statement made it
very clear. We are philosophically, ideologically, and
from the standpoint of integrity, different from the One
Bermuda Alliance. Our priorities are clearly different
from theirs. And the Statement by Mr. Burt today
makes it very clear.
His “Breaking the Cycle” makes it very clear
where we see our country, and the imperative that we
should take that some of what the OBA Government
has done over the past year around, frankly, surrendering to big business, giving them much of what they
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desired, despite the fact that those are the same people that globally created the recession, and to some
degree, have created the significant job losses in
Bermuda that our people are suffering from. They
have gone to them to craft the solutions out of the
very situation they created. But we see clearly that the
country can take a different road.
The Honourable Member, Mr. Burt, makes it
very clear that Bermuda, surrendering itself to international capital, international business, and they being
our golden goose to somehow flitter ourselves out of
the recession, is not the way to go. Mr. Burt makes
that very clear. He makes it clear that having a strong
social priority with a balanced approach to the Budget
is where this country must go with the delicate [situation] that we are in economically. Do not throw out the
bathwater, the tub upon which you had the bath, and
certainly you keep the baby because we have got to
bring the baby up. We have got to cultivate the baby.
We have to nurture the baby. We have to feed the
baby. We have to make sure the baby grows to be a
positive, assertive, confident person and personality of
the future. That is the Bermuda we want.
But the OBA seems to be looking at possibly
getting rid of the tub, not sure about the water, and
maybe even putting the baby out for adoption.
[Laughter]
Mr. Walter H. Roban: And that is not the Bermuda
that we want, Mr. Speaker. And the Honourable
Member, Mr. Burt, has outlined an agenda of which
brings balance to the situation. So perhaps we can . . .
we might need to refurbish the tub, get rid of some of
the water, but just make sure the baby can take the
bath and we cultivate the baby as best we can. Finding balance with all the variables—tough, complicated.
But we must see it as achievable.
I go to the last part of the Honourable Member’s Statement because I think that, for me, was one
of the most significant parts of it. The rest of it, Mr.
Burt has done a great job with numbers, looking at
ways that we can do things differently, comparable to
the Honourable Government’s Budget and the Statement of the Honourable Finance Minister, but he looks
for balance and he outlines an approach which departs from the orthodoxy and the status quo that the
Honourable Finance Minister so articulately talks
about, and looks almost in a dramatic way to try and
depart from the very origins upon which his party
comes from. [It is] very interesting. I must say I was
impressed by the statements about the status quo on
page 1 where the Honourable Finance Minister says,
“The simple reality for Bermuda today is this: The status quo is the enemy.” Strong language. I rarely hear
that from the One Bermuda Alliance. They are usually
talking about us when they talk about the enemy—
[Inaudible interjections]

Bermuda House of Assembly

770

28 February 2014

The Speaker: Honourable Members. Honourable
Member, I ask you to please refrain from that. There is
no “Grant” in here.
No, we have to. You know, we have to look
. . . we look at our rules and we are going to start, you
know, looking at these rules a lot more closely.
Honourable Member, you can continue.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
That sentence on page 1, “If we don’t change,
there will be no improvement.” It is an interesting
statement. I just hope that the Finance Minister understands that in some ways the Honourable Member
and the Members on that side represent a status quo.
They may actually be the true enemy. And they must
look from within to decide where the enemy really lies
because in some cases that statement may be very
bold. But as has been asked in this House already,
can it be delivered on? Because from my understanding of Bermuda politics, the OBA extends from a political origin that was pro-protectionist, pro-business,
and in some cases pro-monopoly.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Walter H. Roban: And sought to preserve . . . to
conserve. It was not about radical change. So it appears as if, perhaps, the Finance Minister is seeking
to tee them up to make some bold steps—perhaps,
perhaps, perhaps. I am only . . . I can only hypothesize because we have not seen that yet.
The Budget continues, as the Finance Minister says, to do the work that they started in 2013. I am
interested to know what that work was. The Finance
Minister says they were about “improving . . . the hiring of Bermudians.” Well, I think I heard the Honourable Member, who sits as an Independent, talk about
913 jobs that were—
An Hon. Member: Lost.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —lost over 2013. In fact, we
heard hints of those numbers from even the Honourable Premier earlier this year where he hinted at the
possibility of somewhere around . . . the number was
around 700 possibly being lost from a statistical
standpoint of what they were hearing. So now it is
900. So at least we can come to the conclusion that
the whole environment of creating, hiring of Bermudians has not quite gone the way the Government
wanted. Despite the effort of the Government during
the past year to proclaim that they have created jobs
by certain lofty programmes.
They talked about improving “strong
measures to control government spending.” Well, it
seems like that craft did not work well either. “Eliminating the red tape to facilitate investments”—I am not
sure what the Government has actually done con-
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structively to do that and whether . . . what actual red
tape. I always hear the Honourable Finance Minister
talk about this red tape. It is almost a mystery to me
exactly what that is. They keep talking about it and I
do not dispute that perhaps there are some impediments, and some way of [making changes] where we
can make things more flexible, but I never heard any
specific things.
As the Finance Minister knows and his team
knows, the Bermuda Government has always worked
closely with the business community—international
business community—to not only deal with the issues
to make them . . . to keep them where they are competitive, but even with drafting some of the very Bills
that have been brought to this House by successive
governments to make sure that it does that. So that
has been a part of the prescription and the operation
of Government for years. So, in some cases, if there
were things that were constructively done by the OBA,
UBP or PLP to restrain trade, to restrain investment,
that would have had a fierce debate and a forum for
debate even before it came to this House.
So outside of some things that we must have
in place because of the international environment that
we exist in—let’s face it, some of the things that we
have in place are not because we want them, but because the international environment requires it of us,
Mr. Speaker. There are some things we have done
over the past 10 years, and even the Honourable Dr.
Gibbons would be very familiar having been a former
Finance Minister in the 1990s of some of the constraints that the international environment has put on
Bermuda because of our success, and the scrutiny
upon which we have found ourselves, because that is
what the environment requires, it is not what Bermuda
itself wants to have. So unless we are going to get
some of all that stuff that actually keeps us as a reputable jurisdiction, I am wondering what it is.
I would implore, and I would be happy to hear
from the Finance Minister and his colleagues, specifically what those red tape impediments are. People
talk about them, they mention red tape almost like a
buzz word, but no one ever says specifically what it is.
Is there some specific legislation, regulation or requirement that actually is impeding certain businesses
coming in here, other than things that we might not
have control over, like the cost of doing business?
I find it ironic, particularly with that. And I am
trying to stick with this thing of facilitating investments
because that is very crucial to our recovery. And, you
know, I am not even going to get through most of what
I have to say in the 30 minutes, but I am going to say
what I have to say in the time I have, Mr. Speaker.
But we all want to facilitate investment in
Bermuda. We all want to see it come. We all want to
see it contribute positively to this environment. So the
Finance Minister would never have any objection from
us on certain things being made more flexible to facilitate that business. But I would implore the pro-
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business party to talk to some of its friends about the
things that they do that impede business, like high
fees comparable to other jurisdictions and legal fees,
administration fees—those things—and those things
upon which they contribute. Because I have rarely
heard the ABICs the ABIRs and the Chamber of
Commerce talk about their own internal sort of reflection on some of their members restraining their own
increases in fees, and whatever they charge for prospective clients to come to Bermuda to do business,
and comparable to other jurisdictions.
I rarely hear them talking about, We are going
to actually look at our own members’ fee structures
and how they charge certain things to clients so that
we know that we are competitive and we as industry
bodies are responsible in playing our role because
there is always a reflection on Government doing
stuff—not raising taxes, not putting certain regulations
on—but I have rarely heard the ABICs, the ABIRs or
any of them talk about what they are going to do from
within to assist with making Bermuda a more flexible
or inviting marketplace. I rarely hear it. I have not
heard them.
I heard them say how wonderful they like the
budget or what they want as their wish list—some
want to (almost it sounds like) sell the Island off, put
the “Sale” sign on front—that will bring in business
into Bermuda. Let us just make sure that every parcel
of land from Friswells Hill to Knapton Hill can be
bought by anybody. That will bring in business. That is
what I am hearing from the real estate speculators
and—I will use another word (not trying to insult our
colleague here) but the real estate leeches out there
who are like the parasite on the aspirations of people
who want to purchase property, whether foreigners or
locals—speculators who push property prices up and
make it difficult for Bermudians to rent and, like, afford
property.
Young parents, young professionals who want
to buy a house and cannot because they cannot even
get in the door for the minimum payment. Now, I know
that the former Government did provide some relief
with a $750,000 relief for affordable housing that
would assist people trying to come into the marketplace, and certainly tried to work with banks to keep
opportunities for persons to enter into the market, and
even build housing to try and assist with that process.
I do hope that what the Minister said about the
banks is real because there are a lot of stories I could
tell about, what I heard about the banks, when I was
in Government, and what they were doing to almost
restrain and . . . in fact, the data that the Honourable
Minister presented proved that the banks have gone
from literally giving away money to barely giving it at
all. And that is hurting people. I will tell a story and if I
get in trouble for this, I really do not care. But I think it
crystallises some of what Bermudians have had to
face in their relationship with the banking industry in
Bermuda, which is why I actually support the tenor of
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the comments that the Minister stated in his Statement about the banking industry in Bermuda. I think
they have a lot to answer for, particularly, at least one
of them—well, almost every one of them has the Government . . . this is where my Honourable Leader and
some us may have our debates about the role of government in the marketplace.
There are at least three banks in this country
that have had the Government’s role in their existence—Capital G, HSBC, and Butterfield—and we
know what those roles were. It is the Government that
facilitated their ability to exist in this country. So Government plays a positive role often in opportunities in
the marketplace to a degree. And—I am playing with
my Leader.
[Laughter]
Mr. Walter H. Roban: That is all right. It is all good
We have good debates about these things.
But as a Minister I remember hearing a story
about how efforts by the Small Business Development
Corporation to provide approved clients who came in
to get loans or to have their business plans worked on
and get assistance, go through the incubator programme and bring their business model to a point
where they could get a guarantee from the Small
Business [Development Corporation], upon which they
would go to the bank to get their financing. A very legitimate process put in place to help stimulate the ability of small business to get going, to get out there and
get on their feet. Not a handout, a hand up approach
for business—the smallest businesses.
And what was discovered by us sitting around
the table is, of all the list of persons who had gone
through the programme over a period of time, the
banks maybe had given one or two people approvals.
It is no wonder people were angry at the end of 2012,
if genuine persons were going through the process to
get their financing and support, legitimately putting
together plans, wanting to create their dream of independence from a economic standpoint. And they went
to the banks, going to the private lender and the private lenders were telling them, It ain’t happening. And
they had nowhere else to go because where else are
they going to go?
It is no wonder people were angry of situations in 2012, if that was what they were experiencing.
And that is just from those who had the opportunity to
do that. We cannot speak to all the others who were
losing their jobs and other opportunities in the marketplace.
So, clearly, there are problems. And our banking industry is at the heart of some of those problems
and they, right now, are part of those problems. How
many young persons who have gone away, right now,
who are going to get their professional designations
and other expertise, are going to come back to Bermuda to confront a financial services environment like
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this, that is constrained? Where they have to literally
give away their socks and shoes, their parents’ house
and auntie’s house and granny and perhaps any aspiration of even getting a home just to start a business?
How many of them are going to come back to this environment? They cannot. So our banks, as the Minister eloquently talks about, need to be a part of the
process and not be seen stepping in the other direction. That is very important to this issue of investment.
Investor confidence locally and internationally is crucial to our survival and to us moving forward.
Now, how are we going to make sure that
Bermuda becomes more competitive and remove
some of the un-competitiveness? The Minister talked
about immigration. And my honourable colleague, Mr.
Burt, talked about immigration and some of the things
that need to happen. We have always been for, since
my honourable colleague, Mr. Burt, eloquently made
the strong statement in 2013, for substantive reform of
the Immigration Act 1956. And he has articulated
clearly why those reasons are, because we understand that immigration will play a key role.
But the key has to be one that actually not only provides an opportunity for us to get the international talent that we require to fuel our growth but also
ensures that our Bermudians gain the opportunity to
be trained up and be . . . and take advantage of the
environment that brings the international capital and
international talent will bring here. That has got to be
part of the picture.
And, yes, we will need more bodies on-Island
to sustain that perceived growth (wherever that number will be) for the near and the far future. But that
should be backed up by a revised sound piece of legislation, beyond the 1956 parameters, that should be
built on data that projects what our needs are going to
be economically, socially, and population wise into the
future—the next 20, 30 years. That is what that
should, that Act, should reflect, and what are our real
needs.
And, yes, as my honourable colleague said,
the 1956 Act represents a totally different Bermuda—
a post-war Bermuda—a Bermuda that in some cases
was absorbing some of the dregs of other jurisdictions
and they were here to assist with our growth. People
were leaving more depressed environments in Europe
and were coming here because Bermuda represented
opportunity for them. But now our Immigration Act
should represent opportunity for us. That is crucial,
Mr. Speaker, and I think that is some of the conversation that we have already decided that we agree on,
and we are prepared to engage with the Government
on—a sound immigration framework that assists Bermuda with its development now and into the future.
Other things like the 60/40 rule were raised.
And, yes, we have reflected our concerns about a
wholehearted abandonment of the 60/40 rule. Well,
the PLP has actually a rather interesting record of
bringing flexibility to the rule going back even prior to
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us being in Government, of being supportive of flexibility to the rule where it attracted investment.
That is why I have often snickered at the Finance Minister’s quiet jabs at the PLP not being good
at attracting investment. Well, getting a GDP up to
about $6.1 billion and doubling it from 1998 to about
2007—I think shows that it was pretty . . . a whole lot
of investment in Bermuda during some portions of the
PLP’s administration. So our record around investment, Hotels Concession Act, Investment Business
Act—all these pieces of legislation helped to bring
investment here, you know, constant amendments to
the Insurance Act. The, you know, all the catastrophes
that capital re-domiciled here, like the collapse of
Lloyd’s, all these things came in the wake, and Bermuda benefitted from them. Some of that time was
under the PLP administration and clearly our data and
our stats reflect that. So that is a myth that should be
debunked about how we have never been attractive
for business.
International business doubled in size during
the PLP’s administration. And I do hope that the OBA
has continuous success with the same sort of growth.
I am not saying that to disparage them. I am saying
that we expect and the country expects for them to
bring some level of buoyancy and performance to the
economy, as do we. We just do not agree on the path.
Because they all have to go back to the voter just like
we do, and they will have to be judged. And if they
have done it, they will be given credit. If they have not,
you know what happens there.
Mr. Speaker, we have already—
The Speaker: You have got about just a few seconds
left.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: I will talk about infrastructure
which I think, as the last thing, if we are talking about
growth, the infrastructure proposals are crucial. I do
not understand why the Government—
[Timer beeps]
Mr. Walter H. Roban: —(and I will say this in the last
minute) did not attend to this earlier because they rejected the energy policy that was put in place. They
totally shelved the national infrastructure plan. These
are where billions of dollars could have been coming
into this country right now, and they have rejected
those plans.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you.
Mr. Walter H. Roban: Thank you very much, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.

Bermuda House of Assembly

Official Hansard Report

28 February 2014

The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Member from Devonshire North [West], MP Glen
Smith.
Mr. Glen Smith: Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: MP Smith, you have the floor.
Mr. Glen Smith: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Good afternoon, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Good afternoon.
Mr. Glen Smith: First of all, I would like to congratulate our Honourable Finance Minister for presenting a
well-rounded Budget that in this economy is both
workable and attainable. At the same time, I would be
remiss if I also did not acknowledge and thank the
Honourable Shadow Minister of Finance for getting us
his document today.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Glen Smith: Here we are. Collaboration, here we
go.
There are some good things in his document,
but there are other areas that need to be looked at
and there are areas that do have some definite holes.
At the same time, I would also like to congratulate our
respective Ministers for reducing their spending in
their own Ministries without laying off any employees—Government employees.
Mr. Speaker, it is all about growing revenue
and as we all know it is a very tough thing to do, particularly to have cash flow at the same time. So I kind
of came up with three C’s—comprehension, communication, contribution.
Well, what I mean by “comprehension” is understanding what the problem is. It is quite simple. We
are in financial straits and we are pretty much tapped
out as the Honourable Minister said and both sides of
the House has said. And “communication”—the only
way that we are going to move forward is discussion,
debate and finding the ultimate solution to getting our
people back to work. And “contribution”—it is all about
working together and all about getting Bermuda back
on its feet.
I did listen to the Honourable Shadow Minister
today in his Reply to the Government’s [Budget
Statement] and what I did notice, what was missing,
was how we are going to grow our population. At the
end of the day, you know, as we all know, we do not
produce anything, we need volume and we need people. And we have to recognise as the Honourable
Member that just took his seat, that there is a declining population—not only the local but also our overseas guest workers and our people that invested in
Bermuda. The last time I recently looked there are
thousands of overseas workers that are no longer
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here, that did create jobs and that did produce jobs for
Bermudians.
Also, we have to look at the multiplier effect
on that as, you know, a lot of these overseas guest
workers that we had have spouses and children, so I
will leave the math to the rest of you. It was only not
long ago—I believe it was the late 1990s and 2000—
that you remember there was this debate, we had so
much traffic on the road . . . are we going to have odd
or even cars drive this day, should we allow the overseas guest workers to have cars? Well, Mr. Speaker,
the roads are pretty empty today and the car parks
are empty and you can park anywhere in the city of
Hamilton without stress.
In regard to growing the population . . . and I
support in what our Health Minister has said, and our
Shadow Minister of Health that he is about to debate
in the future in regard to how we are going to deal with
the health care issue. Well, the truth of the matter is
with the declining population and people leaving Bermuda, health care costs will only continue to rise because those people that have left are young people.
And the young people do not pull down on the health
system, it is the older generation today (because we
are all living longer thanks to good drugs and good
health diets and so forth) that that is where the burden
is.
We are ready to accept growth, Mr. Speaker,
we have the infrastructure. We have the housing.
There are a lot of condominiums. There are a lot of
houses that are available. We have the schooling. A
lot of the schools in the mid-2000s decided to grow, to
build looking for future growth. We also have a new
hospital that we have to pay for, which is a fantastic
hospital. So we have all the infrastructure in place. We
just need to go out and get it and bring it back to our
shores.
The Shadow Finance Minister talked about
giving additional revenue or funding to the Tourism
Authority, which I believe was in the tune of $5 million.
I would support that. However, Mr. Speaker, I believe
we only have roughly 2,500 bed nights right now. It is
my understanding that we do need additional hotel
rooms before we can go out and open up the doors to
have more people come and stay here.
What this Government is continuing to do
(and I have been to two of the Minister of Tourism’s
presentations) is to get development here. Nobody
has said that casino gaming is going to be the silver
bullet that saves Bermuda. What is going to help us,
assist us, is getting development and getting a shovel
in the ground. And we have also heard from the Minister of Tourism that there are six companies that are
seriously considering bidding and hopefully getting
construction started.
[Inaudible interjection]
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Mr. Glen Smith: One thing you will not hear in my
speech is 14 years, I can tell you that. I got that loud
and clear today.
An Hon. Member: Quite refreshing! Refreshing, refreshing.
[Desk thumping]
Mr. Glen Smith: Yes, a young face.
An Hon. Member: Yes, talk about the future.
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not, have had the same stresses of trying to get capital and get financing. In actual fact, I had to go and
look for outside individuals to assist, to support me
with my new venture that I just opened almost 10
months ago, because the banks gave me the same
runaround as they give my constituents and those
sitting in the House today. So I support the Finance
Minister to have that talk, have that dialogue, and get
tough with the banks because it is not right—you are
absolutely correct—and why cannot . . . why are we
not able to get mortgages today? Why are we paying
these incredible mortgage rates? So I support that.
Now the big word—

[Laughter]
[Inaudible interjection]
An Hon. Member: If you can muster it.
Mr. Glen Smith: And I would also—

Mr. Glen Smith: The “privatisation.” There we are.
You could read my lips.

[Inaudible interjection]

[Laughter]

Mr. Glen Smith: Thank you.
I would also continue for us to look at other
areas of development like our Front Street. To me that
is a golden jewel that we—both sides—have to look at
in looking at long-term development that will make it
an amazing place, like a Monte Carlo.
So we all know we need capital. We need
products in order for us to move forward. One of the
things that I have really been thinking about is this
60/40 rule and how does it look? Well, I believe we
need to look further into it before one jumps, there is
no doubt about it. However, I do believe, if you look
. . . just look at our legal firms today, as the Honourable Member just took his seat, where the professional
fees are out of control if you go to look for a lawyer or
advice today. And, you know, we have communications that have opened right up now and look at what
has happened to the rates—they have come considerably right down.
So I support that we need to investigate this
60/40 rule. We cannot succeed without participation
from the outside world. By saying that, I am saying we
need the advice, we need the intellect, and we need
the talent. And we must stop the old belief in not allowing foreign ownership in our businesses.

The Speaker: Honourable Member, speak to the
Chair, it is much better.

An Hon. Member: We do, that is not true. We do allow foreign ownership in our business.
Mr. Glen Smith: I believe, when you look at the 60/40
rule when we start to pare down to it, we need to look
at correct licensing, and then this I believe will have a
win-win result. The last thing we do want to see is the
whole Island become a Wal-Mart or a Kmart at the
end of the day.
Mr. Speaker, I will share something as the
Honourable Member that just took his seat from the
Opposition did in regard to banks. I too, believe it or

[Laughter]
Mr. Glen Smith: Okay.
And this new word “mutualisation.” I had never heard of it, to be honest with you, until recently. So
we both had the same on both sides. You know, one
thing in regard to privatisation, and I said earlier on,
we cannot be afraid to investigate it, drill down into it,
and see what it is going to do and what it is not going
to do. It is not the intentions of this Government to
have people unemployed. The intention is to get Bermuda back to work and to right-size the Government.
We cannot continue (as we have heard the
Finance Minister say) the status quo and we must
consider public/private partnerships. I support the Minister in what he is saying in regards to one of the first
projects that, personally, I would like to see, [which] is
the airport and the bridge. As we all know, sitting in
this House, unfortunately whenever a major storm
comes sometimes we have to close the causeway
which cuts off our good east ender friends from here.
If we are going to compete in the first world and we
are going to have these wonderful new hotels, then
they should be given the opportunity to arrive in a nice
airport that will at the same time also create jobs for
Bermudians, even if it is run by the private sector.
And, as we know, it needs to be totally upgraded and I
believe, as all of us, I believe, sitting in here agree,
that it needs to happen.
Now the other area is commercial immigration. I believe it is what the party—the One Bermuda
Alliance—is going to investigate. Nobody is saying it is
going to be done. Nobody is saying that we are going
to give passports away, at all. Nobody has said that
whatsoever. However, what we will be looking at is
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how we can attract foreign capital investment to Bermuda by allowing these individuals to have rights to
abode in Bermuda.
And in closing, Mr. Speaker, I would like us to
use a little imagination this afternoon. And Mr. Speaker, I would like to make you the helmsman of this ship.
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]
Mr. Glen Smith: I want us to go on a ship that is going to take us somewhere. And this ship is known as
The Spirit of Bermuda. I have made you the helmsman of this ship, Mr. Speaker, you are the captain.
The passengers all are Bermudians. And who is going
to trim the sails? Well, there are all 36 of us sitting in
this House today and we also have the unions—the
BIU, the BPSU, and I am sure I am going to miss
some other unions, but I will just categorise that. What
we need to do is talk, work and trim the sails together
and we will right this ship.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member from Devonshire North [West].
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, and
good afternoon colleagues.
Mr. Speaker, I want to start out by simply
congratulating my constituent, my Minister of Finance
for his excellent presentation today. The Honourable
Mr. Burt gave a balanced, comprehensive and visionary approach to dealing with matters of great interest
to all of us. It was not one that was nitpicking at the
Government. It was not finger-pointing with the
shame, shame on you. It was a sober analysis of a
way forward. And I think all of us would do well to read
this Budget Reply very carefully and try to understand
the full implications for this country. It is an approach
that is philosophically different than the approach taken by the One Bermuda Alliance. So I commend my
constituent, Mr. Speaker.
I also want to thank the Honourable Finance
Minister for his analysis that he brought to the House
last week. I believe that the Finance Minister is serious and is committed to addressing the economic
challenges that we face. I believe there is a high level
of sincerity in that which was presented by the Honourable Finance Minister. We would not agree on all
points, Mr. Speaker, but the purpose of this debate is
not finger-pointing. The purpose of this debate, Mr.
Speaker, is for us to engage in a collaborative, informed, rational exercise of debate so that we can find
a way forward. That is the sacred duty of the 36
Members of this Parliament. And I would hope that we
would all enter this debate with the level of sober reflection that it requires, avoid the nitpicking, the refer-
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encing to 14 years, and looking at what we can do as
a country to move forward. Our challenges are serious, they are sobering, and we need to find a way
forward.
And so it may well end up being a combination of ideas from the One Bermuda Alliance Government and the Progressive Labour Party. If there is a
true genuine spirit of collaboration and a focus on the
issues, then perhaps there is some way in which we
can go forward down a common pathway, Mr. Speaker.
Now, the first issue that I would like to speak
to and as the Shadow [Minister] for Education, Mr.
Speaker, obviously you know the normal guidelines
do not apply in terms of time limits, so I am going to
allow you to exercise your discretion.
The Speaker: You think not?
[Laughter]
Mr. Walton Brown: Mr. Speaker, the first issue that I
want to raise relates to the threat that has been presented and that continues to be presented to this
country as being described as a “tax haven.” The
Honourable Minister for Finance was eloquent in his
argument that Bermuda is not a tax haven insofar as
he spoke to the 100 or 200 years of taxes that we
have had in place that was developed for local interests. It was not developed in the 1800s to attract international companies. It was designed to reflect the
mindset and thinking of those in power to address local issues. It had no international component to it.
And so we stand with the Government in what
needs to be a vociferous challenge to those powerful
few countries who do not act on principles, they just
act because they have the power to characterise us
as a “tax haven.”
I was particularly struck, Mr. Speaker, by the
Minister’s reference to the UK Government and its call
for “tax havens” like Bermuda to be dealt with. That
represents a real and present danger to our very existence. It could make whatever we do with respect to
the Budget a moot point if the United Kingdom Government, which under our Constitutional Order (which
for the sake of those who do not know is not a constitution—it is simply an Act of Parliament in the UK—it
is not a standalone constitution, so it can be changed
tomorrow) that for the United Kingdom Government,
which has an obligation to promote, to protect and to
defend our interests, to refer to us as a ‘tax haven that
must be dealt with’ should send shudders across this
Island. But there are some who are so—
An Hon. Member: Naïve.
Mr. Walton Brown: Naïve is perhaps not the best
word.
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But they are so reluctant to challenge the British—I know the Honourable Premier is not reluctant,
he stood up to the British on more than one occasion.
And I give full credit to the Premier for having done so.
But that is the challenge which if it is not addressed
makes all this discussion about budget moot, if we do
not have control.
Twenty years ago, Mr. Speaker, the Premier
of Bermuda made a comment that Bermuda’s interests may not necessarily be the same as the UK’s
interests. That stands true today. And so as we reflect
on our internal issues, we also need to broaden that
debate to look at Bermuda in the global economy, to
assess whether we have the appropriate political
framework, [and] the appropriate treaties have been
entered into that can best reflect our interests. And it
may mean we have to reassess what we do with the
UK. And all of us have a sacred duty to do so because
all of us were elected to this office to defend and to
promote the interests of all of Bermuda.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the Government, and this
Opposition party, we have different ways of seeing the
world. It does not make one right and one wrong.
There are different views. In political science we call it
one’s world view, one’s ideology. Everybody has one.
You may not be conscious of it, but everyone has a
particular way of seeing the world. And those who
share a like view have joined one party; those who
share a different view to a large extent have joined
another party. And so it is their world’s view that
comes into play when one looks at a budget. So we
are going to look at these differing views.
The Honourable Finance Minister in his
Budget Statement speaks to this very matter. He
starts out, Mr. Speaker, by saying on page 1, “This
Budget is not just numbers, but instead represents a
multi-year mission to restore economic security and
prosperity to the people of Bermuda.” So that is how
the Honourable Minister views at least one of the purposes of the Budget. He then goes on, Mr. Speaker,
on page 3 and says, “as a Government that has emphasized pragmatism, we have reduced the risk that
decisions are made for ideological or political reasons
as opposed to practical economic reasons.” Well,
then, that reflects a lack of understanding of how policy is formed, how decisions are made, because it is
all part and parcel of how you see the world. And a
vivid example of that, Mr. Speaker, is seen on page 6.
On page 6 the Honourable Finance Minister says,
(and again I quote) “the only way to reduce the gap
between the haves and have-nots is to cause the
overall economic pie to grow.” It seems like common
sense to most people. Right? The only way to reduce
the gap is to get the economic pie to grow. But contained within that approach, Mr. Speaker, is a fundamentally ideological way of looking at the world.
Mr. Speaker, I was struck by a comment
made on this very issue earlier this month. Christine
Lagarde, the Head of the International Monetary
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Fund, an institution that is not known for economic
liberalism, is not known for Keynesian economics.
Christine Lagarde gave the Richard Dimbleby Lecture
in London, a very prestigious lecture that is given annually. And if you will allow me to quote from her
speech, Mr. Speaker, she makes a very interesting
point that is completely applicable to Bermuda and it
is completely applicable to the manner in which this
Budget has been presented and the impact this
Budget will have on the average man and woman in
this country.
Christine Lagarde says, “in the past, economists have underestimated the importance of inequality. They have focused on economic growth, on the
size of the pie rather than its distribution.” They have
focused on the size of the pie rather than its distribution. “Today, we are more keenly aware of the damage done by inequality. Put simply, a severely skewed
income distribution harms the pace and sustainability
of growth over the longer term.” And she concludes by
saying, “It leads to an economy of exclusion, and a
wasteland of discarded potential.”—an economy of
exclusion and a wasteland of discarded potential, Mr.
Speaker.
So when we look at the issue of economic
growth, it is concomitant on a responsible Government, a government that cares about people, to address also the issue of the distribution of wealth. Because what kind of a society is it that we want to create? A Budget is not simply about putting numbers
together—revenue and expenditure. A Budget is part
of the Government’s vision for creating a better society. It is one part along with the raft of legislative initiatives. So what is the vision for the people that is embraced by this Budget in contradistinction to the vision
that is embraced by my Finance Minister’s presentation, Mr. Speaker?
One clearly and squarely puts people in a
predominant position. Why do we govern? We govern
to benefit people. We do not govern to benefit institutions. We do not govern to benefit companies. In our
focus on people it may well mean that we have to do
certain things to ensure that companies achieve some
of their goals. But the focus has to be on people. And
as I always say, Mr. Speaker, we are a party that puts
people first—not as a consequence, not as a trickledown consequence of economic policy. People are
meant to be the centre and focus of policy. And that is
why I support this party and the vision advanced by
my colleague, the Honourable Mr. Burt.
Now, Mr. Speaker, one of the big issues that
we have to address that is not addressed in this
Budget presentation by the Honourable Finance Minister is precisely the whole notion of shared sacrifice.
This Budget has rolled over a [large] number of the
tax concessions that have been put in place for companies, some of whom are doing very well. But at the
same time we have seen hardship—greater hardship—imposed on people, education for example. So
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we give tax relief to companies yet we impose a tax
burden on our young people.
And as my colleague, the Honourable Terry
Lister, said, with this mature scholarship initiative
some of the not so young people have an additional
burden placed on them who are seeking to be retrained, re-educated in a rapidly changing economy,
where you only become employable if you are able to
adjust yourself to the changes demanded in society.
So it speaks to the philosophy. It speaks to the underpinnings of this.
But, Mr. Speaker, the biggest issue that I have
(which is back to the Budget in the terms of the inequality gap) is that the Government has had and still
has a prime opportunity to address this issue without
even reforming the tax system, without even reforming
the tax system.
We have the payroll tax in place, Mr. Speaker.
For some reason the Government in past years decided that the wealthy should be given a tax break on
payroll—mindboggling! So as it currently stands, Mr.
Speaker, during our period of economic hardship, limited Government funding, our search of ways to provide more for people with less, we see a continuation
of a tax break for the wealthiest people in this country
because the payroll tax is capped at $750,000—that is
a lot of money. So basically, Mr. Speaker, your income is taxed at the appropriate rate, which is just
under 15 per cent, up to $750,000. But anyone who
earns more than $750,000 a year effectively—not effectively—in law does not pay tax on that. So if you
get a $3 million pay cheque one year, you pay payroll
tax as if you only earned $750,000—it is untenable—it
is untenable in 2014. And it is something that needs to
be addressed.
I spoke earlier in a previous session, Mr.
Speaker, of an individual who received a $30 million
bonus in Bermuda. He paid taxes as if he only earned
$750,000. It is unseemly. And when you raise this
matter to those people who formed that category, Mr.
Speaker, do you know what they say? Well, sorry,
they do not “say”, they “infer” and they “imply” that
they would leave Bermuda. That Bermuda is already
an expensive place to do business and anything that
contributes to that greater expense might make them
want to leave.
But, Mr. Speaker, this is the same argument
that they make to other overseas territories and small
(what is called) offshore financial centres. They make
the same argument. It is intimidation. It is a non-toosubtle threat for companies and individuals who earn
significantly more than most Bermudians but do not
even want to pay the same tax rate. In most other
countries you pay a higher tax rate the more income
that you earn. All I am saying, Mr. Speaker, is pay the
same tax rate as everybody else.
Last year, Mr. Speaker, we came back to this
Parliament on rush business because we had to pass
some legislation to facilitate a new line of business in
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Bermuda. I cannot remember what it was. I am sure
one of my colleagues on the other side can tell me.
But we constantly reform the Companies Act. We
constantly provide new legislation to facilitate the
growth of business in this country, so why can they
not pay the same tax rate as the bartender, as the
person who works at Works and Engineering? Why
should the richest people get a greater tax break? Or
get a tax break at a time when we most need the
money? So I would encourage the Government to
look long and hard—well, no, I would encourage the
Government to look at it—you do not need to look
long and hard. The system is unfair and it needs to be
addressed.
Mr. Speaker, I want to talk a little bit about privatisation and the challenge of privatisation. The only
example we have of privatisation for this Government
is the Tourism Authority. How is that going?
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Walton Brown: Very well, yes.
If you sit on the Tourism Board, you now get
$20,000 a year as opposed to $25.00 a meeting,
which is what the previous members of the Tourism
Board got. If you serve the . . . (let me get through
that) If you work on the Tourism Board, I do not know
what the pay cheques are, but the CEO gets a compensation package of about $500,000, Mr. Speaker.
Significantly more than the top civil servant who ran
tourism. So in my mind this initial venture toward privatisation is seemingly just a transfer of wealth. So
you have fewer employees but those at the top (just
like in a company) those at the top get a lot more than
those down below. So the income gap widens because we have been told that the lower level employees (and someone can confirm it on that side) are
those of private companies, so you are not allowed to
disclose information. We have been told, and there
have been reports in the media, that the employees
who used to work in tourism have signed on for lower
compensation packages. So the CEO gets a boost
well above what the civil servant got, the new employees get a pay cut. There is no fairness.
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Mr. Walton Brown: So, Mr. Speaker, that is the only
evidence I have of the OBA approach towards—
The Speaker: I would love to hear you. I would love to
hear you. Yes.
Mr. Walton Brown: And I would love for you to hear
me, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
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Mr. Walton Brown: But sometimes people get a bit
excited. It is all part of the process, I suspect. I am still
learning this, Mr. Speaker.
So that is the experience I have seen of the
OBA in privatisation. But consider this, my philosophical aversion to privatisation is rooted in the fact—I am
sorry, is rooted in the argument that if there is something that can be run profitably by the private sector
that is currently run by Government, then why do you
not just structure it in a way that whatever you set up
has the level of flexibility it needs to operate and the
profits go back to Government?
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Mr. Walton Brown: If you care about the people, if
you care about tax revenue being used to benefit the
people, rather than taking tax revenue and giving it
back into the private sector, that is what you would do.
Canada pioneered this to some extent, Mr.
Speaker, with Crown corporations where they took
state assets run almost like a . . . run as a company,
but the Government is the shareholder. So if your
heart is where you say it is—for the people and for the
country—do not transfer state assets to the private
sector. Why would you take profitable enterprises . . .
why would you even contemplate . . . The Airline Registry which makes tons of money for the Government
(look at the figures), why would you take the Shipping
Registry and privatise it? It makes no sense if your
focus is to deliver a better set of services and goods
for the people of this country. If your focus is to transfer wealth, go ahead and do it.
Two examples internationally of transfer of
wealth and privatisation, Mr. Speaker—Margaret
Thatcher (1980s) reaped havoc on people in the United Kingdom. So much so, Mr. Speaker, that when she
passed away—was it last year? Last year.— there
were people who were celebrating her death. Now I
would celebrate very few people on their death. But
you have to try to understand why people, long after
Margaret Thatcher had left office, would feel so aggrieved by the decisions that she undertook that they
would celebrate her death. That requires some understanding.
And then, of course, Mr. Speaker, the former
Soviet Union, you had millionaires and billionaires
created overnight because the Government said—
they somehow adopted some free enterprise capitalism and many state assets just went to . . . many state
assets went to people who were former KGB, who
had an inside track to the Government—they became
millionaires and billionaires overnight while the income
gap grew in the Soviet Union. I have quite a few
friends from the former Eastern Bloc, Mr. Speaker,
and many of them say that times are harder now because they do not have the state benefits they once
had. The income gap has grown. Privatisation in the
former Soviet Union and Eastern Bloc has meant in-
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creasing wealth, increasing the social/economic divide, and lack of opportunity for people. Do we want
that for this country?
So the Government can package it anyway it
wants to, but look at the history of privatisation and
understand why it is being done. I will not stand for . . .
my party will not stand for a transfer of wealth to the
wealthy.
Mutualisation—an interesting concept. As my
honourable colleague, Terry Lister, said earlier, it
makes no sense if workers are not in control. But you
see we do not have a culture for that. Germany has
long had a culture whereby unions and management
work together—they work collaboratively because
there is a level of respect. You do not see the kinds of
divisive labour relations in Germany that you see in
other parts of the world where people try to denigrate
and destroy unions. Here [in Bermuda] there is a
mindset that says, We don’t need unions. We can get
rid of trade unions. For everyone sitting in this House
today and everyone who is listening, trade unions
have been the vital agent of social progress for workers in this country. Were it not for trade unions, Mr.
Speaker, many people would be working very, very
long hours, with low pay—
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Walton Brown: —little benefits and poor conditions. It was not too far ago . . . long ago, back in the
1960s, Mr. Speaker, when people routinely worked 70
hour weeks. How do you balance that with your life,
family and responsibilities?
An Hon. Member: Been doing it all my life.
Mr. Walton Brown: You see? I am not even going to
respond to that. I am not even going to get . . .
I only have six minutes left, Mr. Speaker? By
my clock. You might have more. So let me get to my
other points.
[Crosstalk]
An Hon. Member: I am going to join a union.
Mr. Walton Brown: Yes. You should join the union.
But let me talk about immigration and 60/40.
So the Honourable Finance Minister has repeated the
line that is now embraced, sometimes it seems unthinkingly by Members of the OBA, that we need to
bring in more people to jumpstart our economy.
Mr. Speaker, we had a strong vibrant economy in 2000 and up until 2008. The population today is
about the same population as 2003. We had a strong
economy, people were fully employed. So if you can
have a strong economy with the labour force and the
population we had in 2003, it sort of weakens the ar-

Bermuda House of Assembly

Official Hansard Report

28 February 2014

gument about the imperative of immigration as a key
to economic growth.
But let us go into the actual argument put forward by the Honourable Finance Minister. He gave
this formula, the Honourable Member gave a formula
on page 8, “Change in GDP”—
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The Speaker: In the Budget?

lion into our economy. And in contradistinction to international business, that money will go straight into
the hands of a large number of people—restaurants,
hotels, taxis, trinkets, jet ski tours—that is money that
is going to go straight into people’s pockets. So my
measure of success for the Tourism Authority, you
better have one extra plane load a day, because if we
are spending $25 million, a $500,000 pay cheque and
you cannot deliver one extra plane load of people, we
might have to take it back over.
Now, Mr. Speaker, you will have to give me a
little bit of time to talk about the 60/40—

Mr. Walton Brown: In the Budget Statement.

The Speaker: You have, you have got two minutes.

The Speaker: All right.

Mr. Walton Brown: Well, that is not by my calculation, Mr. Speaker.

[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Walton Brown: Page 8, yes.

Mr. Walton Brown: That is another 25 seconds, Mr.
Speaker.

The Speaker: Two minutes by mine.

The Speaker: Go ahead. Keep going.

[Laughter]

Mr. Walton Brown: “Change in GDP = Change in
Population + Change in Productivity.” And so the
Honourable Finance Minister is using this formula—I
am not sure how widely it is accepted by economists,
but let us say for the sake of argument that it has
some validity. Even if he uses this argument that
change in GDP is a function of population plus
productivity, it still does not mean, as he says on
page 8, this is “a very important economic truth . . . to
grow the”—page 9—“to grow the . . . economy we
have to increase the resident population.” That was
my . . . I will not say that. Okay.
So, Mr. Speaker, if you can look at that formula, why do you not focus on productivity? Why are you
just focused on the increase in the residential population component? It is a formula, so two components
affect the result. So let us see, what examples did we
have of increased productivity that do not affect residential population? Last year everyone was touting
insurance-linked securities. Remember that? That
was a new great thing for Bermuda. Guess what? No
jobs. You go talk to anybody who works in the insurance-linked securities and this is what they will tell
you. There is nothing. It is not positive for jobs, but it
makes our bottom line better. That, to me, sounds like
increased productivity. No change in population. No
additional people required.
But more importantly what was the backbone
of our economy for a couple of centuries? Tourism.
Somebody mentioned how efficient the Tourism Authority is. Well, my rule of thumb, my standard for the
Tourism Authority, is that you will convince me that it
is money well spent if you can increase the number of
arrivals. But my view is: One extra plane load of passengers a day, about 275 people—if you can generate
275 people a day coming to Bermuda in addition to
what exists now, Mr. Speaker, that is about $200 mil-

Mr. Walton Brown: Okay.
Mr. Speaker, the main argument that the
Honourable Finance Minister gave for this archaic relic is that it will create jobs. Now, I am not fan of abolishing 60/40 in its totality, but at the very minimum I
would have thought the Finance Minister would say,
Abolishing 60/40 gives local entrepreneurs an opportunity to get into businesses they would not otherwise
be able to get into. I would rather have 10 per cent of
a $5 million company than 100 per cent of a $50,000
company. So the opportunity of 60/40 abolition is to
create more opportunities for Bermudian businesspeople. But no, does the Minister only think that we
can be employees? So is his vision for breaking 60/40
to focus only on companies coming in and Bermudians hired as employees? When you talk about 60/40,
Mr. Speaker, what is the objective? What is the objective? What is the objective of the Government? What
kind of Bermuda do you want to create? International
capital can buy up every single business in this country. Most countries have constraints.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Walton Brown: Most countries have some restraints imposed on the move of international capital.
So to call the 60/40 rule an archaic institution has a
level of validity, but the whole scale abolition would
create havoc in this country. It would deny future generations of people an opportunity. And no Government
that even contemplates that will be around for much
longer.
Mr. Speaker, in closing (I am sure I can see
my clock says something like 30 minutes) but in closing, on this side Mr. Speaker, we want to see a country where no one goes hungry. We want to see a
country where everyone has a bed to sleep in. We
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want to see a country where people can work a full
day and expect a living wage where they can pay their
rent, buy their groceries, take care of the needs and
have something left over for savings. We want to see
a country where Government works to actively bring
about real equality of opportunity without relying on
some contrived notion of Adam Smith’s “invisible hand
of Government.” The invisible hand will destroy us,
Mr. Speaker. A Budget needs to reflect the needs of
the people. It needs to have fiscal responsibility—
[Timer beeps]
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cause, as you will see, by looking at it differently the
Opposition sometimes has a different spin on it.
Mr. Speaker, and I am looking at page 26. I
guess I better make sure I have got my time down.
Mr. Speaker, if you look at page 26 of the Government’s Budget—
The Speaker: Yes.
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: —you can see that the
revenue estimate for 2014/15 is going to be $901.7
million. And that is 34 per cent [sic] higher, increase.
Now you have seen—

[Gavel]
The Speaker: Three point four.
Mr. Walton Brown: —but if it does not have a vision—
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Mr. Walton Brown: —it is a flawed Budget.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you.
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.
Mr. Speaker, today we have been talking a lot
about budgets and who has put forward the right
budget and what is wrong with everybody else’s
budget, and I think there are a couple of things that I
just want to sort of start off by saying at the very beginning. I think that there is always the problem of
each group having an idea, and it is perhaps the same
idea but it is the difference in terms of how you look at
it.
What I am going to try to do, Mr. Speaker, is
to just talk a little bit about the Budget that has been
put forward by the One Bermuda Alliance and then try
and contrast it a little bit with the alternative that has
been put forward by the PLP Shadow Minister. Because I do think that we have heard speakers up until
now talk about not doing finger-pointing and try to
have collaboration, and on that basis that is what I am
going to try to do today. I am going to try and sort of
let not only the Members in the House here but also
the listening audience understand that sometimes it is
the same side of the problem just being looked at from
a different point of view. But the devil is really in the
details and in the implementation.
So, Mr. Speaker, I would like to just perhaps
just talk a little bit about what the Honourable Finance
Minister, Mr. Richards, my colleague, put forward in
terms of highlights from the 2014/15 Budget, and then
I will revert back to some of the suggestions that have
been put forward by the Shadow Minister, and be-

Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Pardon me?
The Speaker: Three point four per cent you mean.
You said 34—
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Three point four—sorry,
3.4 per cent higher than the original estimate from the
previous year. You have seen that the Shadow Minister has come forward and presented a Budget which
is suggested to be $915 million in terms of revenue,
and obviously the difference is, as he has indicated, is
in his suggestion that he was going to grow some
more revenues. Now, every time we start to look at
this, budgets and assumptions are really going to
come down in the end in terms of how the rubber
meets the road. Sometimes you can be conservative
and sometimes you can be actually a little more optimistic. But all I am just saying is that that was the
suggestion by the Shadow Minister.
Also in terms of the . . . and the Minister of
Finance had indicated that the only thing he was going to put forward in terms of an increase was Customs Duty, and therefore all the other fees, other than
the normal increase, would be unchanged. And he
was suggesting that that was very important because
for the people in Bermuda, recognising that Bermuda
is deemed to be very expensive already, you did not
want to turn around and actually add to the cost. Also
there was the . . . Finance Minister indicated, as he
said here, that Bermuda is right now at a very critical
point [economically] and therefore new taxes were
going to, if you will, decrease any signs of recovery
that we have had. As well as—and I am looking on
page 27, the Minister indicated that the overall Budget
balance was going to be a deficit of $267 million and
this was a 19.4 per cent deficit reduction when compared to the 2013/14 deficit.
So I do think, Mr. Speaker, that moving in the
right direction is what Bermuda and the rest of the
world has been asking for. They have been concerned
about the fact that every year Bermuda had had increasing deficits when we kept saying that we were
going to hold it together and we were going to actually
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get our spending under control. So the mere fact that
the Minister has been able to come up with a deficit
reduction I think is very important.
I also think, Mr. Speaker, that when you start
to look at some of the suggestions that the Shadow
Minister has, I am not saying from my personal point
of view that some of those things are not good ideas,
but I am not certain that they have what I call the
probability that one would necessarily put them into a
budget to say that you can accomplish that,
because I think from my perspective, Mr. Speaker, in
the past, I have seen things put into the Budget in
terms of expenses that you could reduce and when
they do not happen, that is how come you have overruns and that is how come you have the need for
supplementaries, which we obviously have not had.
So, Mr. Speaker, if I turn and I look at the PLP
Budget alternative, which is on page 9, and I look at
the comment and (as I say) I am recognising that the
comments are always a matter of perception. So the
statement that says, “the OBA’s reckless $70 million
spending reduction this year, which poses the very
real risk of prolonging the recession” I just find that, as
I say, it is a matter of how one looks at it because for
a lot of people getting the Budget under control is not
reckless reduction in spending. It is turning around, it
is living within one’s means, and it is turning around
and saying that it is time for us to cut the cloth and
make sure that we do not have the deficits going forward.
Mr. Speaker, when you look at the statement
also in the PLP’s alternative Budget, the suggestion
[is] that they would increase spending in certain areas
because they believe that in those areas more money
is required. I guess I look at it and I sort of say to myself, More money isn’t required. It really is the use of
the money which is most important. So I do not believe that we have to necessarily turn and say that
education—while I support education, I am not saying
that I would go against what the Minister has said in
terms of living within the Education budget and believing that we had to put [$]5 [million] more in Education,
and that we had to put some more into the Police Service, and some more into the Community Development Grants.
From my point of view, if the Ministers that the
Finance Minister works with are able to use their
budgets wisely, then that is what Bermuda needs.
Bermuda needs them to be able to live within the
Budget and turn around and produce the results that
when we get into the Budget Book we will be able to
see that they have these results identified, and if we
can achieve them with less money, that is what Bermuda needs right now.
Mr. Speaker, I wanted to also say that I am
not trying to look at, you know, finger-pointing, and
when I talk about different things that have been put in
the PLP’s alternative Budget, I am just trying to sort of
indicate what I believe (if you will) [is] a different point
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of view, and therefore suggesting that when you are
the Government you have to come up with what you
believe makes sense. When you are the Opposition,
you have to obviously put forward some alternative
ideas. And I believe that we have to look at the ideas.
We have to turn around and look at whether they are
viable. We have to turn around and look at how they
could be implemented. And then afterwards, if we
choose to implement them, the devil is actually in the
details. And I think as a party, I believe that the Bermuda voting population believes that we can implement them, and therefore, they will hold us accountable. But in the meantime, I do think that it is important
for us to look at some of the ideas.
From my perspective, Mr. Speaker, when I
look at the Budget put out by the Finance Minister, I
looked at it and I said it was a combination of hope
and realism. And I just want to suggest to you that
from a realism perspective, the Minister turned around
and acknowledged that we do have to change some
things. And when he, on page 28, suggested that we
should look at savings, I did not necessarily, Mr.
Speaker, turn and start to look at it from a totally
negative point of view. I looked at it from the point of
view of saying, The concept is important, it is how you
execute it which is going to make the whole difference. And when I look at the Reply from the Opposition, it seemed to me as if they have taken everything
in terms of what is suggested and looked at it at its
most negative point of view as it relates in terms of
implementation.
[Crosstalk]
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: So, Mr. Speaker, when the
Minister talked about public service reform and he
talked about internal operations as well as the delivery
of services, I actually looked at that and I was heartened because for me personally, Mr. Speaker, I have
always believed that Bermuda . . . the size of Government has gotten too big. I looked at the fact that
too often, I believe, we have gotten into areas where
we should not get into—
The Speaker: Members, if you could keep your talk
down. If you are . . . I do not mind if you are speaking
to each other, but I cannot hear the Member clearly.
Carry on, please.
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I was finding that it was distracting. Thank you
very much. I was concerned that it was deliberate, but
I hope not.
Mr. Speaker, Government, I believe, in my
opinion, is getting too big and I have always felt that. I
think we sometimes forget why we have Government.
We have Government to take care of those things
which we cannot do for ourselves. We have Government to take care of those things which it is better to
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have them, if you will, collectively done rather than
done separately. And so from my perspective, I have
always been concerned when I have heard people
making statements like, I want the best and brightest
to go into Government. Because I want good people
to be in Government, but I also want the best and
brightest to go into whatever area they can do because sometimes they need to be in the private sector
to make sure that both of those sectors, if you will, can
progress and have very knowledgeable people.
So to me, when I started to look at it, I did not
believe and I still do not believe that privatisation does
not necessarily result in loss of revenue. I think we
keep forgetting that the Government is able to turn
around and set fees and make sure that those fees go
into the Government revenue. We can turn around
and ask other people . . . be contracted out to collect
them. That does not necessarily mean that Government has to have the people underneath its manpower. So I am just concerned that when I start to look at
the way the Opposition’s Budget Book started to look
at privatisation, it just seemed to me as if some of the
suggestions that were put there were actually designed to (if you will) scare people, and not necessarily turn around and look at the possible outcomes.
And, Mr. Speaker, I want to just . . . I want to
show you, if you look on page 14, because—
[Inaudible interjection]
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: This is [page] 14 of the
PLP Budget Reply. Right.
Because there is the suggestion, it says,
“When the minister speaks about things being ‘more
efficient’ the Minister means costing less.” Well, that is
true. But when you then say, “The largest costs in the
instances he highlighted are people” and “In order to
reduce costs, the private entity must reduce wages or
reduce staff” we keep forgetting about the something
which I heard somebody mention—productivity. You
can still pay people the same wage, but if you can get
the productivity out of them you can do more and,
therefore, you can actually turn around and make
money. But to turn around and just make the negative
comment I just found a little disturbing. And especially
when you start to go down and there is the suggestion
that we were going to sell the . . . I think it is in the
next line, “In fact, privatisation creates the real risk
that the government’s assets will be sold on the
cheap, transferring more wealth to the “haves”, while
the workers and taxpayers lose out.”
Well, I guess, I would turn over and say that
. . . why . . . why is it not the reverse? That you turn
around and if you have privatisation, that the Government gets the best for those assets, which would increase the revenues that the Government would have.
And also that in terms of being transferred out, if those
individuals that go out are able to get good jobs and
be able to participate in the process, and so while
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Government might lose some manpower, the system
does not lose manpower because the jobs go somewhere else. And I keep thinking, we keep forgetting
that it does not necessarily mean jobs are lost to the
system because I think we have to start to recognise
that Government is not the only employer. We are
trying to do something for all of Bermuda. We are trying to come up with solutions and suggestions to
make Bermuda have more jobs, be more . . . less
costly, and produce more results.
So, Mr. Speaker, when I look at some of these
suggestions, I am just concerned that if you keep writing them in such a way to turn around and get people
to be worried about the bogeyman, to get people to be
all of a sudden concerned and fearful, then that is not
what we should be doing. I understand that, yes, you
have to turn around and you have to ask the question,
but I do not believe that one should turn around and
try to put it in such a way that you want to just sort of
make people say, Okay, I do not buy into that. As a
Government and as the people in this House here, Mr.
Speaker, I believe we should put as much facts and
information out there in as factual a way as we can
and allow the electorate to be able to understand the
impact. I do not believe that we should be turning
around and slanting it in such a way that you turn
around and do not get the Bermudian people to understand the true position that we are in.
So, Mr. Speaker, when I turn around and I
look at what the Finance Minister has put forward and
what the Opposition has put forward, I have a concern. And all I am going to do is make a few more
comments as it relates to what I believe is the actual
core thing that we are talking about, because we are
talking about the Budget and the Budget is really
about what the Government is going to do with the
money that it collects and who is going to do it. So we
get the money from the population and we have a civil
service there that we are entrusting to turn around and
operate it in an efficient way, and make sure that we
balance the outcomes with the resources that we
need.
So, Mr. Speaker, when I see that the Opposition on page 15 is talking about “Improving the efficiency of the civil service,” I am heartened. Because
as you can appreciate on the Government’s book, we
are talking about the public service reform and we are
talking about looking at the delivery of service. And it
is very important for us to understand that the delivery
of service is what it is all about. And the people that
are there have been tasked to deliver service. We
have some issues in terms of we have civil service
guidelines, we have Standing Orders, we have lots of
things that have been put into place to make sure that
the people who are members of the civil service understand the job they are supposed to do, and as we
go forward we have to hold them accountable for delivering that. Because if we can have an efficient civil
service, we can produce and we can be more produc-
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tive and, as I say, productivity results in better results,
and you can really do more with less.
So, Mr. Speaker, when I see on page 15 that
the Opposition actually talks about persons not putting
in “a full day’s work for a full day’s pay,” I am thinking
to myself that is a realisation that not everybody is as
productive as they could be. And also when there is
talking about introducing “fixed term contracts and
performance based pay for senior managers,” I am
thinking to myself that is also very good. And so
whether the current Finance Minister and the Cabinet
will introduce some of these things will be very interesting to see. But I do think that it is good that some of
these ideas are put out there because I know that the
Finance Minister did not lay out his whole plan and,
obviously, he knows about some of these things because he has been involved in industry. But I do think
that, as I said, the devil is in the details, but the mere
fact that the Opposition was prepared to introduce
these types of concepts means that we have the possibility of some collaboration and some opportunity in
terms of something that could work and produce a
good civil service.
Because, Mr. Speaker, I will tell you when I
first came back to Bermuda, I used to think that the
civil service in Bermuda was first class. I used to tell
people that were from around the world (and I do not
know whether I have said this before) I used to say to
them, I don’t worry about whether there is a change in
Government because the civil service will make sure
that Bermuda is kept on the right road and make sure
that we function effectively. So from my perspective,
the fact that we have to go and look at civil service
reform is a disappointment, because it means that
over the years we have somehow lost our way. But
the mere fact that we are trying to get back to it
means that Bermuda and the population of Bermuda
can have some hope because the . . . if we can have
the civil service reform and if we can hold the budgets
in line with what they need to do, then Bermuda can
actually go ahead.
Because, Mr. Speaker, the Finance Minister
reminded us, and he reminded us on page 11, “The
only thing we have to back our debt with is our ability
to trade favourably with the rest of the world while also
managing our own fiscal affairs responsibly.” And as
you know, Mr. Speaker, we were very fortunate to go
out and get our debt at some very attractive rates and
have some good ratings, but debt has to be paid off.
And the only way debt is paid off is by turning around
and balancing your budget, saving some money, coming up with a surplus and making sure that we deliver
on the products and the type of programmes that we
said we are going to do and that we are going to discuss later on when we get into the Heads.
So, Mr. Speaker, from my perspective I just
want to say and I am just mindful of the time. I think I
have about—
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The Speaker: Nine minutes.
Mrs. Jeanne J. Atherden: Okay, good. Good.
No, Mr. Speaker, I must admit I am not a person who is going to talk just to hear myself. When I
figured I have said enough, I am going to be quite
happy to sit down.
But, Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to say that if
we looked at improving the efficiency of the civil service, I do think that—and if you look at the civil service
from my point of view, as I say, I have always believed
that the civil service was too big. So from my perspective, the idea of perhaps the civil service being shrunk
is something that I look at. But I am also . . . I was
very pleased to see that there was an opportunity to
come up with different ideas for the civil service servants themselves to perhaps leave their employ in
Government and go into other areas and still make a
contribution to Bermuda. Because to me, if you are in
another job and if you are doing work, whether it be in
the departments that that Minister talked about,
whether it be in Emissions and Vehicle Testing—I
must admit when I look at Emissions and Vehicle
Testing, I thought to myself, That sounds to be pretty
good. Because I never believed that Government
needed to be in Emissions and Vehicle Testing. In a
lot of other countries vehicle testing is done by companies. You know, Government does not get involved
in it. So I thought to myself that that looked pretty
good. Recognising that some of the other areas in
terms of Highways and Vehicle equipment operations
are some things that are going to be looked at, I think
that the Minister has come up with what I call a good
blend of departments which are big, which take lots of
money, and would benefit from a public/private partnership or benefit from someone else looking at, and
some other departments which, while not as big, are
areas where I do not believe that the Government
should actually be in that type of business.
So, Mr. Speaker, from my perspective, I am
just happy that it is going to be looked at. But I do
think that we have to stop playing on people’s fears
about change. We have to turn around and we have
to make them open-minded about talking about it,
recognising that the Minister has said that he is going
to have persons made up from the community and the
unions to look at these ideas. And I think we have to
start being confident in the fact that if we have bodies
that are made up of all citizens like ourselves, those
people will be impacted by what comes up, they will
be looking at it from Bermuda’s interests. I do not
think that we have to necessarily be negative as it relates to saying that something like looking at these
areas are going to necessarily result in something bad
because, as I say, the people that will be involved in it
are Bermudians that have our interests at heart.
So, Mr. Speaker, I want to then just say that
as it relates to the ideas that I . . . and I want to—
obviously, the Shadow Minister has come up with a
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couple more interesting ideas as it relates to the
online gaming. Part of me says that—I do realise that
there are all sorts of issues when one starts to get into
some things because some things have been very
attractive, but we heard talk earlier about our reputation, so I guess we have to make sure that when we
look at these things we have to decide, Is this something that people are going to say benefits Bermuda,
keeps us with the type of image that we want? And,
therefore, look at it carefully.
And the reason I say that, Mr. Speaker, is because I remember several years ago when Bermuda
was at the top of its game as it relates to incorporating
companies, et cetera, and there was a suggestion that
we could make much more revenue if we did not turn
around and look at the people that were coming into
here. If we did not look at—Know Your Clients—we
could get many more people coming in. But we decided that we did not want to do that. We did not want to
just make revenue and turn around and have someone calling us, back then, not only a “tax haven” but
other words relating to people that did not look at
taxation and had lots of people coming in that later on
were found to be unsavoury.
So I think that when we look at some of these
items, and I believe that online gaming is something
equally, that we have to make sure that we do not go
into an area that will put us in a place that we do not
want to be.
Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to say that I
believe that we have to make sure that we do not get
side-tracked by looking at all the things they are putting on the table and not forget how we got here.
Okay? We cannot just stop right now and say, Don’t
look back in any way, shape or form. You do have to
look back slightly. And I think we have to remind ourselves that there was a global recession, but in my
opinion, Bermuda created its own deeper version. And
I believe it created its own deeper version by doing
several things. We overheated the economy. We did
not control our spending. And then we tried to buy
ourselves . . . get out of trouble by borrowing.
So, Mr. Speaker, from my perspective, when
we go forward it is important that we remember how
we got here, and as we go forward come up with a
different way. And so when I see the Finance Minister
being fiscally prudent and when I see him being prepared to hold his Ministers accountable for delivering
on their programmes with less money, then I am
heartened. And even though I am not in Cabinet, I am
a Backbencher, I am there saying, Right on, Finance
Minister! Because I am also going to be there, when it
happens, to say to the Ministers when they deliver,
Well done.
But if something happens I am also going to
be there, and I am sure that the Minister will be there
ahead of us saying, Cabinet Ministers, tighten it up.
Because I do believe that the Finance Minister has put
together a Budget, not trying to placate us, but he is
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trying to put some realism in it. And I do believe that
the Finance Minister will hold the line, and I do think
that we can be heartened—the Bermuda public—that
the Finance Minister has a plan and, therefore, we
have to let him deal with it. And I am going to be
pleased when we start to go into the Budget debate
with the individual Heads to be able to see some of
the detail that he has in there because that is what it is
all about.
But in closing, Mr. Speaker, I would say to my
colleagues on this side of the table, my colleagues on
the other side of the House, and to the Bermuda public that, yes, there have been some good ideas here. I
would think that we would look at all of them, and I
would hope that the Finance Minister will decide which
ones he wants to look at because he has a civil service behind him to try and look at it.
I think that of the two Government approaches, I believe that the OBA Government has the better
chance of implementing the new programmes. And if
the OBA Government decides that some of the programmes that have been put forward by the Opposition are worthy, then I am sure that they will have the
consultation. But as I say, I think that we have a good
chance of implementing because we have that mindset and I think that it can happen.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member
Atherden.
The Chair now will recognise the Honourable
Shadow Minister of Community, Culture and Sports,
from constituency 16, MP Michael Weeks.
You have the floor.
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Good evening, Mr. Speaker,
and good evening to colleagues.
Mr. Speaker, let me begin my congratulating
our Shadow Minister of Finance on a job well done in
offering us real progress, real solutions, and in my
opinion, a real vision for Bermuda. And I must say, Mr.
Speaker, up until recently he was my MP—Member of
Parliament—he was my representative here in Parliament, the Shadow Minister. So I have to tell him,
Thank you. I take off my proverbial hat to a job well
done today.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Do not believe that.
[Laughter]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Oh, I have to apologise because he is correct. I am sorry, Honourable Member.
Mr. Speaker, as I begin, the language used in
this Budget Statement has given the appearance of
being non-threatening, non-offensive. And, in my opinion, it obviously has been designed to calm the fears
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from the actions—recent actions—of the OBA Government with a lot of the election promises that have
been broken. So, obviously, the people of Bermuda
have been made to be suspicious.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Oh, my face . . . my face is
straight.
But, Mr. Speaker, as I continue and I ask,
what would the people of Bermuda think, Mr. Speaker? What would they be looking for from this Budget?
What is the common man . . . what are the common
man and woman, Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, looking for
from this Budget?
I venture to say, Mr. Speaker, a good example
of when I think of privatisation, mutualisation, and/or
outsourcing is what happened with the Tourism Authority. When the current Government earmarked $30
million of the taxpayers funds and created the Tourism
Authority, when the people asked, Mr. Speaker, what
were the salaries of the Tourism Authority Executive?
They said that it could not be revealed. That to me,
Mr. Speaker, goes in the face of another election
promise of being open and transparent. [It is[ the taxpayers’ money, but they cannot find out how much of
their money is being used on salaries. It is a public
company, supposedly, but the public cannot find out
or know what they have been . . . how it has been
spent.
Well, Mr. Speaker, I will go on to the Efficiency and Reform Authority. And I am going to be jumping around because my approach is going to be a little
more different, I am not going to be doing a lot of
numbers, just what I think it means—this Budget
means—to the people of Bermuda.
This Efficiency and Reform Authority, Mr.
Speaker, this body will decide with the Minister, as
some of my Honourable Members have already stated, which departments will be privatised and/or outsourced. So I quote, Mr. Speaker, if I may, the Minister of Finance, on page 29 of the Budget Statement
2014/15, where he says, “I am hoping to lay the enabling legislation before Parliament before the end of
this Budget session.” These statements, Mr. Speaker,
should be a clear indication to every Government
worker that the assurance of no job losses is as hollow as the promises already broken by this OBA Government in these last 14 months.
I look at this Budget, Mr. Speaker, and it
comes at a time when our people are struggling beyond comparison. I do not think in recent memory we
know or we can look back or touch—I am one of the
younger ones in the House—I cannot remember a
time when Bermuda went through such an economic
crisis as it is going through now. I am younger than
most Members that are here.
[Laughter]
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Mr. Michael A. Weeks: And this Government as . . . I
think is a good thing, is asking the people of Bermuda
to hold on and to hang on during these trying times.
But, Mr. Speaker, as I said, what does this
Budget mean to the people? I think for the most part it
was a shallow Budget they asked for the people to
hold on and things will get better, but most of the
Budget has been geared toward, in my opinion, the
private sector. So no real consolation has been given
to the people, especially Government workers, Mr.
Speaker. I wonder how they are feeling with the prospect of privatisation and mutualisation or outsourcing
hanging over their heads, especially when they have
been told in the Budget by the Honourable Finance
Minister that this is going to happen sooner rather
than later.
But as I speak, as I talk, and as I mouth this,
Mr. Speaker, I know there is a common theme in
Bermuda, especially by the OBA Government and
supporters, that it is the PLP’s fault of where we are
right now. Our people are suffering through this [and]
that the PLP is the reason that our people are suffering through this prolonged recession. But now I have
to admit that now it is important for us as the PLP, the
former Government, to take some ownership for some
of the debt that Bermuda has.
But I also encourage the people to hold to account those that have sent this country, and what has
crippled us, into this mire of recession. The recession
that Bermuda is experiencing, in my opinion, Mr.
Speaker, has been caused by some poor business
decisions from the financial sector—the financial service sector—if I may, including banking institutions
globally and here domestically. Now the Finance Minister will attest and perhaps agree.
Mr. Speaker, another thing that was of interest
to me was the great interest that the Government has
targeted when they talked about . . . they used
BELCO as an example in our Budget Statement. And
I was . . . I was . . . it brought a smile to my face when
a specific reference was made to the era of the oligarchy, more commonly known in the circles I was raised
and taught in, as the “Forty Thieves.” So for this Government to have brought up this oligarchy—their reference to the oligarchy—really brought a smile to my
face, because the 60/40 has been one . . . has been a
rule that has been in existence for decades.
As we all know, this oligarchy has had a
stranglehold on it. So the irony for BELCO to have
been brought up . . . and it must be brought to the
people’s attention, Mr. Speaker, that BELCO through
its parent company has ventured into some other
businesses, and that some times and some of their
partners happen to be overseas partners that are in
direct competition with some local companies.
So, Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, our country
continues to be adversely challenged by the impacts
caused by, as the Minister of Finance has alluded to,
this Red Sea of debt—a reality that has been com-
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pounded, Mr. Speaker, by the falling revenues that
has been connected with our recession. So the impact
of this debt is an overriding impediment of this year’s
Budget, and Government must address this.
Mr. Speaker, real quickly, briefly, as I have reviewed in the Budget Book, the various Heads and the
average of between 5 per cent and 10 per cent that
has been cut, one of the things that fall under my
Shadow Ministry is Financial Assistance. And I, for
one, was amused at the—well, not amused, but glad
that the $9 million that was added to the Financial Assistance in this current Budget is in the Budget Statement. But it still shows a $1.5 million reduction for the
upcoming fiscal year, which to me, Mr. Speaker, with
no jobs on the horizon, Financial Assistance will have
to be addressed yet again.
So back to this Efficiency and Reform Authority. I have to ask, I ask myself, What income will this
Government be losing when they outsource or privatise or mutualise some of these 12 departments? And,
again, What is the impact on the common worker? I
do not say that disrespectfully, but I am talking about
Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda, Mr. Speaker. You know, I
could sit here and talk about numbers all day, but I
think those that are listening to us are asking, How
does this impact me, right now, going forward? What
food do I take home? What is going to be on my table? So that is my approach and that is what I am trying to get through to those listening in the listening
audience.
So things like the Airport Operations and the
Causeway, [the] Sewer, the Waste Management at
Tynes Bay and the Garbage, the Ship Registry, Aircraft Registry—we all know what those 12 departments are. Most of them . . . most of them are part of
the unions that have given this country, especially the
common man, the level of living that they have endured over the last 25 years. So, again, what does
this mean to the average worker, Mr. Speaker? Let
me try to go there. The Finance Minister has made it
clear in his Budget Statement, on page 30, and I
quote, if I may—
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —“mutualisation and/or privatisation . . . represents job shifts” and not job losses.
Mr. Speaker, this brings no comfort to the
man that I talk to on the doorstep because if the Tourism Authority is any indication—and that was with
public funds—and Government could not even guarantee jobs when they allowed the Tourism Authority to
form. So if they are going to privatise, Mr. Speaker,
the guarantee that the Finance Minister had given to
the people (given to us last week) that he will not be
doing any job cuts . . . then privatisation, to me, outsourcing, to me, equals job cuts and job losses. So if
the Government could not guarantee jobs under the
Tourism Authority, how then are they going to be able
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to guarantee jobs under privatisation and outsourcing?
So the Finance Minister’s theme, Mr. Speaker, of working together must be put in the context of
the OBA actions in Government and the Finance Minister’s own Statement, which has set the stage and
the mindset for the workers in Bermuda from December 2012 (that fateful day of the election) right through
to today. A lot of those election promises have been
reneged on. Jobs, rather than gained, have been lost.
And it looks like with more privatisation—or with privatisation, Mr. Speaker, more jobs will be lost.
So the disingenuous actions, if I may, Mr.
Speaker, of this current OBA Government, the divisive
language of the OBA, a lot of their supporters including . . . have encouraged many businesses, Mr.
Speaker, and I have noticed (I know others have noticed it now too) that a lot of businesses are challenging the collective bargaining agreement. That agreement had been put in place by my honourable DP—
my Honourable Deputy Leader—and others, to ensure
that the working class people had the first shot in the
workplace. But I have noticed that the collective bargaining agreement is being challenged more and
more.
So I say, Mr. Speaker, there comes a time
when Government has, in my opinion, started an assault on the workers, and even the Government workers in particular. And that is why, Mr. Speaker, that we
have seen a proliferation in recent months of industry
unrest. And it is not something that I advocate, but I
think with this Budget and once this Budget is broken
down to the average worker and the common worker,
we may see more of that in this coming year.
So, Mr. Speaker, having given a little synopsis
I want to give a little . . . some suggestions, suggestions that would help Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda—those
that we meet on our doorsteps.
Mr. Speaker, we all know that the major construction projects are now coming to a close. And I too
know that before I go any further, I too know that
Government is not really in the business of creating
jobs. Government normally is in the business of creating the environment for jobs. But with extraordinary
situations we have to make extraordinary decisions.
So having said that, I would like to make a suggestion
to the Government. With so many jobs that have been
lost, a lot of them in the construction sector, so now
with these major construction sites being closed
down, what happens now?
Here is what I suggest, Mr. Speaker, some of
the $800 million that the current Government has borrowed, I would like to suggest that let us take $30 million of that (thinking outside the box) and refurbish
and/or rebuild a lot of our sporting clubs. This, Mr.
Speaker, can take over from Somerset to St.
George’s, from North Shore to South Shore. With this
. . . if we use traditional methods, Mr. Speaker, we can
put a lot of our tradesmen back to work—our tradi-
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tional tradesmen back to work—those masons and
carpenters and plumbers and electricians. Mr. Speaker, and even when we consider this . . . because
those of us that are hungry, those of our constituents
that are hungry, when they hear the Budget [what]
they are saying is, What is in it for me? How is this
here going to help me today?
So again, Mr. Speaker, I say that we could
use some of that $30 million—it could be a two- or
three-year project—but it will put a lot of men and
women back to work in our trades and even the ancillary trades like the landscaping and painting and
maintenance. And as an indirect consequence, because we all talk also about the crime and the gangs
and whatnot, so a lot of these young men who cannot
travel out of certain neighbourhoods and/or areas, Mr.
Speaker, perhaps it could be their gang affiliation or
the gang problem, real or imagined. They could find
jobs, Mr. Speaker, in different areas now if we could
get this stimulus initiative up and running by getting
these sporting clubs and/or workman clubs refurbished, and the investment by the Government would
put a lot of people back to work and will help these
guys that cannot travel to other areas to get jobs closer to home and get them off the wall, Mr. Speaker.
And while I am on stimulus, some of that $30
million that our Government earmarked to the Tourism
Authority, and I know it is to get tourists here and
whatnot, but I see a part of tourism is infrastructure
right here at home. So again, I would like to offer a
suggestion that the Government use some of that $30
million, Mr. Speaker, to address some of our bathrooms—bathrooms on the beaches and in our parks.
You know, because after—
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So, Mr. Speaker, in closing, I want to say that
this Budget Statement, in my opinion, lacks specifics
to the average Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda as to how the
Government is going to put our people back to work
now, rather than them having more fear and rather
than finding jobs, they are facing privatisation which
may very well create a problem and more job loss. So
what it means to the average worker is that, I think, if
we could come up with a solution, Mr. Speaker, that
lets the average worker know that, yes, we can stimulate the economy. I know we are not in the business of
creating jobs, but we are not in a normal situation, so
we have to do something and we have to do something now before it gets any [worse].
So as I take my seat, Mr. Speaker, I did not
say much . . . too long, but as I take my seat, Mr.
Speaker—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Oh, I say a lot, Mr. Speaker,
but—
The Speaker: That is right. Speak . . . speak to the—
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —I do not speak long. Yes,
Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: —do not worry about them—
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Let me get clear on that, Mr.
Speaker.
The Speaker: —speak to . . . That is right, speak to
the Speaker.

[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes. Yes.
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Yes, and not just Horseshoe.
I am from Admiralty House; I need a bathroom down
there.
But if we could address—
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: —if we could use some of
that $30 million to address the bathroom infrastructure
at our parks and our beaches, because after all, if
your Tourism Authority is successful in getting tourists
here, when they are out and about, they are going to
have to use . . . they are going to need facilities. So it
can serve two purposes, Mr. Speaker, it can enhance
our tourism product—give us a good look—and again,
it can put our traditional tradesmen back to work.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: Well, that is excellent. So
some of that money could put our people back to
work.

The Speaker: Do not listen to anything else.
Mr. Michael A. Weeks: All right. So as I take my seat,
Mr. Speaker, I speak for the constituency of those
members in constituency 16, the constituency that I
represent. And I say that when I say the Government
needs to look at . . . and I hope they listen to some of
these suggestions that I have put on the table, Mr.
Speaker, because these to me are the nuts and bolts
of this Budget. What does it mean to those guys back
in town that I represent, in particular, and what does it
mean to Bermuda in general? Mr. and Mrs. Bermuda,
Mr. Speaker, are hungry, and they need some solutions by us now as a collective.
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.
It is still tough out there, says the Minister of
Finance.
The Speaker: Yes.
Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: And I would like to quote
him on page 23 when he says “Now, the Bermuda
Government has not lived within its means for many,
many years, so it is [going to be] difficult to wean it off
bad habits.” Well, I can stand up here and speak for
my constituents in Pembroke South West and for the
people that are working here in Bermuda on a regular
basis, and it is still tough out there. This Budget is
making an effort to at least ease our pain for a few so
that we can get a hold of the situation and make the
most of it. So the idea that this Budget has provided
for the surplus of expenditure that may take place
over the next year, the fact that this Budget has provided some reprieve from redundancies in the civil
service, is giving us an opportunity to catch ourselves,
if I may say, and gives us an opportunity to see what
potential we as individuals in this community might be
able to contribute.
There are some of us that are vulnerable and
it is going to be tough. And Government is making
every effort to make sure that our Financial Assistance programmes are in place to address the needs
of people who find themselves in a horrible situation
right now. But we are going to put the framework in
place to see whether we can find the potential for opportunities to move forward. Even the Government is
still spending more than they are earning. And I think
if we looked at our own households, we could say how
difficult it is not to spend more than we are earning.
And if we can reflect, it may give us an opportunity to
understand what the Bermuda Government is experiencing simply because we can look at our own homes
and our own behaviours and see how we might be
able to change our attitudes and that, in turn, will be a
reflection on how hard and how difficult [it is], and
how challenged the present Bermuda Government is
in making sure that we can change our spending habits and curb this corner and get to some profitability
and at some point balance our budget.
So how do we do that? We start to look at
opportunities for new growth. One of the topics that
has been considered in the Budget Statement is the
60/40 rule. Well, it is a big bite when you think about
the corporations in Bermuda. We think about large
institutions and the amount of money and control that
overseas investment could bring to Bermuda and how
that may threaten our enterprise. But then I think
about, Well, what about like . . . constituents? What
about the individuals out there who have lost their jobs
and are looking for new opportunities? And what does
it mean for them? Is there an opportunity here for
Bermudians to form partnerships in the small business
arena and an opportunity for us to maybe bring new
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ideas and new opportunities for merchants here to
start something that we have not done before?
It is worth a thought. It is an opportunity. It is
not that we always have to see things like a 60/40 rule
as the big picture that the, you know, the giant in Jack
and beanstalk is going to take that major step on our
heads and crush us. This is an opportunity for us too
and we must see it where we can participate and
where we can make the most of it.
It is very interesting because I am noticing
that there are more people on this Island—some of
whom had jobs and maybe these jobs were not paying them as much as they would have liked and so
they were, I am going to say, forced into being creative and to find new ways to earn income. And the
people that I am meeting have exposed me to some
of the talents. Friends . . . I never knew they had talents, whether it is in counselling or it could be in a
trade such as re-upholstery, any number of things,
being able to travel overseas and bring items to Bermuda, import items to Bermuda that Bermuda has not
seen yet that are interesting and maybe not too expensive and the average Bermudian can afford and it
kind of boosts up our wardrobe.
These opportunities are out there for us and
sometimes when we feel that we need that partnership . . . that if we have the opportunity to embrace
other people as investment partners, then again, what
opportunities are available for us?
So in a similar sense, as individuals living in
this community, if we do not make an effort as individuals to earn our own way, then we are going to lose
our financial independence, and it is a very scary
thought. The Government is there for people here in
Bermuda who have struggles, for there is Financial
Assistance, but then, you know, sometimes I even
think about it as our children.
I might have a child who is doing their best to
live out on their own and, you know, what does it feel
like if you are not able to financially take care of yourself and your parents are forced to interject and either
change your lifestyle, take away things that you have
become accustomed to because you can no longer
afford them, or they may have to loan you money and
tell you that they are going to give you this money but
it is only for groceries or it is only for cleaning or
something, and you would much prefer to spend that
money on travel or a new car or going out to dinner?
Well, that same kind of final independence is at risk
for the Bermuda Government. If we do not get our
house in order, then we are susceptible to external
forces coming into this Island to take care of our finances. And that is just not where we want to go because then we are facing—
[Inaudible interjection]
[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker,
in the Chair]
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Mrs. Susan E. Jackson: —then we are facing, Madam Deputy Speaker, we are facing the prospect of not
being able to do what needs to be done.
This Budget is responsible. This Budget is
taking care of and is managing our funds so that we
can move on. And then what is so beautiful about it,
as I have already mentioned, is that there are opportunities in there for individuals on this Island to prosper, to find opportunities to move forward, to take a
look at their potential and see where they might be
able to go. And I am going to bring up another example of how we might be able to do that.
In the larger scheme of things, larger businesses—businesses and opportunities that might
have to do with, you know, having some Government
involvement—would be the private/public partnerships
(PPPs). And just discussing with colleagues, you take
a project like the airport. It would just be a wonderful
opportunity for us to have a partnership with an investor that took a real love and interest in the airport, that
may have lots of experience in airport development,
just as an example. And being able to come down
here and create an environment where not only is it
wonderful for our visitors when they arrive to see a
sophisticated and wonderfully new airport facility, but
that we also as Bermudians would be able to share in
and experience a comfortable and sheltered and secure environment when it is time for us to travel.
Not only would we have that as our end result
through a private/public partnership, but we would
also be able to look at and experience and realise that
this would provide us with lots of jobs because there
would be much construction involved, and also the
continuing maintenance of things like the concession
stores that would be at the airport and the maintenance of the airport and operations in general. So another chance. So when we look at the 60/40 [rule],
there is some potential there for development. When
we think about PPPs and the public/private partnerships, there is potential there.
I would like to touch for a minute on mutualisation. Now, I am not sure if this story is actually going
to align with it, Madam Deputy Speaker, but I am going to give it a shot. So there was once an airline in
South America. It was the worst performing airline in
South America. That airline and the staff involved,
they just could not get it together. They were the last
ones to leave. They had the worst airline maintenance
schedule. They lost baggage. They lost their passengers. They were just a hot mess.
So what they did was they opened up the
company and gave it to the staff. They brought the
staff on board. Everybody was given an equal share
or they divvied up shares in this company and this
airline then had to look at how they were going to
move forward, because they were all responsible for
this airline. So somebody, a staff member—
anybody—came up with the idea and felt very strongly
about this, We absolutely need to make sure that the
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bags get to the destination on time, that is my biggest
peeve. Maybe this staff member worked in baggage
claim for years and just, That is the one thing I would
like to see work in this company.
So all the staff members who now own an
equal share, and they really want this to work, said,
Okay, you know what, let’s do it. For a year, let’s just
get the bags on time. Let’s get the bags to the destination—to the proper destination—and let’s get them
there on time. Good. That is the strategy. Off they
went.
This airline in South America ended up being
the number one airline in South America for everything. Why? Because in order to get the bags there on
time, that meant that the maintenance guys in operations had to have those planes working, ready to go
when the time came. The people who were working in
food and beverage had to get all the food and beverage on the plane ready to go so that the bags could
get there on time. The flight attendants and the
ground attendants had to make sure that passengers
were checked in and that everything was organised
and ready and on time because the bags needed to
get to their destination on time. And with everybody
working together to get the bags there on time meant
they had to get the passengers on the plane, they had
to make sure that, you know, everything was in order
and ready to go, and because of that one idea coming
from one staff member they became the number one
airline in South America.
I am saying all that to say that mutualisation
can work for everyone. If everyone is willing to buy
into it and work hard for the greater good of the company, then off you go. And I would love to know how
well they are doing. I am sure that many of them have
been able to prosper beautifully from the experience
of mutualisation.
And with regard to things like union representation, that is something that staff members decide on
and if mutualisation is going to exist—whether it is
here or South America or anywhere else in the
world—if a group of employees wish to be unionised
then they simply go to the union and ask for that representation. That is how it works. There is nobody
stopping anybody from not being included in anything.
And so I . . . I firmly say that if anybody in Bermuda—if
we decide to go down the road of mutualisation—
becomes a share of a company and wants to have
union representation there that there should not be
anything stopping them. Absolutely not.
And having said that and also to wrap up,
Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to say that in all
of this, no matter what we do, our reputation is at
stake, Madam Deputy Speaker. And it is so important,
and the Minister of Finance certainly raises this and
states it clearly, that our reputation is at stake here.
And so we must make sure that everything that we
embark on is of the highest quality and highest standards, that we have integrity and that we move forward
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with responsibility and accountability for our funds, for
our reputation and for the common good of everybody
on this Island.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I am looking forward
to the implementation of this Budget Statement
2014/15. I know that the Minister of Finance has done
a fantastic job to give us a platform to take a breath, to
have a look around, and look at the potential and the
opportunities available, from the individual person living in Bermuda right up through corporations. We can
do this, Madam Deputy Speaker, and I am all for it.
Thank you.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much.
The Chair recognises the next speaker which
is Mr. W. Lawrence Scott, Warwick South East, constituency 24.
You have the floor.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
I am so glad that the Honourable Member that
just took their seat started talking about aviation because that is near and dear to my heart. But one thing
I wanted to do is—and this is probably where maybe
myself and the Shadow Finance Minister (which I
would like to congratulate on a wonderful Reply), the
Honourable Shadow Finance Minister said that he felt
as though the Minister’s Budget lacked balance. And I
think that to an extent and in a certain context, I would
disagree with the Shadow Minister because I felt as
though the Honourable Minister’s Budget had a lot of
balance—maybe 50/50, possibly 60/40 balance—
between contradictions and lack of vision.
When I was listening to the Honourable Minister of Finance read his Statement, I felt as though I
was listening to the beginning sentences or paragraphs to The Tale of Two Cities, “It was the best of
times, it was the worst of times, it was the age of wisdom, it was the age of foolishness.” And the thing is
that between not just those two things that jumped out
at me, which was the lack of vision and the contradictions, it was also the language which he used. So for
me what I want to do is actually just go into and talk
about the contradictions first.
Madam Deputy Speaker, the first way to
prove or show that there is a contradiction is that the
Honourable Finance Minister stated that not wanting
to add to the ranks of unemployment, but then yet in
the same paragraph talked about privatisation. So, for
me, I knew that privatisation had been floated out
there and what I wanted to do is . . . I wanted to do
some research. But especially listening to the Honourable Finance Minister on page 9 in his Budget
Statement, the Honourable Finance Minister said, if
you will indulge me, “we will have to obtain expertise
from other jurisdictions, most notably the UK and
Canada, which have experience in this regard.” So
Madam Deputy Speaker, as the Shadow Minister of
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Transport, I wanted to do research and look into privatisation and what effects it would have on transport
and/or just business in general, Government in general, in Canada and the UK.
So what I did come across was that . . . and it
lead me to an article in a Canadian Newspaper called
The Star. And in The Star (the Canadian newspaper)
it had an article on privatisation. And this article on
privatisation referred to it (and when I say “it” I am
talking about privatisation) as “a false fix.” So the article went on to say (and I quote from the article) “there
is no free ride for the public purse under private involvement” and “any service ‘efficiencies’ would overwhelmingly come from cuts to non-profitable but
needed services or from lower worker wages.”
Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, that does not
sound promising to me. That does not sound as
though it is going to benefit the country. It will benefit a
few who happen to be the owners of that private enterprise. So, for me, I do not think that the benefit of a
few is worth the detriment of the majority.
So going on to pages 27 and 28, the Minister
talks about Public Service Reform and this is where I
would like to pay attention to the language that was
used and that the Minister used, because if you pay
close attention you realise that on pages 27 and 28,
when he talks about Public Service Reform, that the
OBA Government is going to have the private sector
reform the public service through privatisation. And
the thing is is that in this article it talks about that—the
article in The Star (which is the Canadian newspaper).
It said that privatisation in Canada had led to the elimination of jobs of Government workers. So now if we
are talking about not wanting to add to the unemployment tally, but then we are talking about the introduction of privatisation, it seems as though, once again,
there is a contradiction, there is something that does
not marry.
So I said, Well, maybe it is just Canada that
had this privatisation problem. And maybe it is just
Canada that had an unemployment problem because
of privatisation. So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I went
and started looking into privatisation in the UK because this is where the Honourable Minister said he
was going to get his information from. This is where
they are going to do their due diligence, do their research, and get their consultants from.
I came across a company named British Petroleum, or better known as BP, which back in the
1960s and 1970s (which I cannot remember because
I was not around) it was comprised primarily of civil
service workers. This is British Petroleum that we are
talking about. But then as a result . . . and I had to
have a brief sidebar with one of my colleagues that
spoke earlier (he took my thunder because I thought I
was going to be the only one to talk about Margaret
Thatcher and her push for privatisation in the 1980s,
which is when I was around). With her push for privatisation in the 1980s the civil servants found them-
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selves unemployed and replaced. [By whom]? By
managers who were rewarded for cutting costs, reducing risks, and overall making money.
So now, through privatisation, we see this
Government department be outsourced, be privatised,
and the first thing that they did was basically start to
replace civil servants. But how many civil servants did
they replace? Did they replace one or two? No big
deal. No, Madam Deputy Speaker, the payroll was cut
by more than half. This is a . . . now when you did
that, there are two sides to this coin, Madam Deputy
Speaker. When you did that on one side, the oil reserves—because for those that do not know British
Petroleum they deal with the oil and refineries, oil,
motor oil and so on and so on, so those things—so on
one side you had the oil reserves jump—that is a positive. The time it took to drill a deepwater well, plummeted. So they are making more money, they are becoming more efficient and profits soared.
Now, wow, when profits are soaring and
things are getting more efficient, what could possibly
go wrong, Madam Deputy Speaker? Well, let me tell
you what happened in 2005. The BP Refinery in Texas City—Do you know what it did? It blew up.—And
not in the sort of hip-hop way of things blowing up being a good thing, no. This is not Jay Z or Beyoncé
blowing up on the record charts. This is an explosion.
This is an explosion which killed 15 people and injured
107. Then in 2006, a BP leak leaked thousands—no,
sorry—hundreds of thousands of gallons of oil into the
waters of Alaska. And if that was not enough, we all
know what happened in 2010 with BP, and that was
the Deepwater Horizon rig that blew up, again. And
that resulted in 11 deaths and the biggest offshore
spill in US history.
Now what is a little sidebar on this? The reason that they had to classify it as the biggest offshore
spill in US history is because there was another record that spilled more oil, but it was closer to shore and
that was done back in 2006 by BP in Alaska. So now
they are multiple record holders.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I was taught and I
was raised that there are three types of people in this
world. There are those people that are happy and they
learn from others’ mistakes. There are those people
that are wise who learn from their own mistakes. And
then there are the foolish people that do not learn
from either. So I would like for us to be happy people
here in this House of Assembly and a happy country.
So what can we learn from this global example of BP?
We can learn that BP veered from being a company
that made sure that nothing blew up under civil service controls, under government regulation and policies and procedures, to a company that focused on
cost-cutting, at all costs. So they did not care about
safety, they cared about the almighty dollar. This is
what happens under privatisation. And now also BP
can sit there and boast billion dollar revenue streams
and billion dollar profits, but yet one thing they cannot
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boast, Madam Deputy Speaker, they cannot boast
one single civil servant job created for their home
country, the country that basically helped nurture them
from back in the 1950s and possibly even 1930s,
when they were created. They took all the jobs away.
They are all private jobs now. So there is not . . . after
billions of dollars being made, the home country,
which is the UK in this instance, is not benefitting at
all.
Now, I did not want to just look at the big
companies. I also wanted to look at research and
studies and reports that had been done on privatisation in the UK. And in doing so, I was introduced to a
Professor of Public Economics. It was Professor Massimo Florio who did a study on the impact of British
privatisation. And Madam Deputy Speaker, what Professor Florio’s findings [revealed], and if you will indulge me, I would just like to quote. He states that “the
impact of the UK privatisation program had surprisingly small effects on firms.” Okay, that does not sound
too bad. But it had a big effect on most employees
and “generally harmed taxpayers and most consumers.”
So now I noticed that in the Honourable Minister’s Budget Statement he talked about, Oh, the detractors talk about the OBA being for big business and
that is not what they are for. But it seems as though
when you introduce privatisation the only people, the
only entities that benefit from it are businesses and
big businesses. But it does not say anything about the
creation of jobs.
So they have lost—let us just recap privatisation right now, where we are so far. It was not a good
idea in Canada, which they went through, they did it,
they found out that it was not a good idea, they found
out that the lower workers and the lower worker’s
wages were the ones that suffered the most and they
lost jobs—Government jobs. So now let us go to the
UK and the UK businesses left the country. They
made millions but left the country and did not give
back anything. And now they are also talking about
once again it mostly harms and affects the most employees and most consumers and taxpayers.
So now, Madam Deputy Speaker, once again
I want to focus on the language. And my father always
taught me that language is the fingerprint of our emotion. So the words that we use really truly reflect how
we really feel. So we . . . so you can take time to decide what words you want to use. So now if we apply
that to the words and the language or the emotion that
the Honourable Minister uses on page 28, and if you
can indulge me, he says, “to enable any type of savings through . . . privatisation or outsourcing, umbrella
legislation called the Public Bodies Reform Act will be
brought before Parliament.” What emotion does that
really give? There is no real emotion with that sentence, to be honest. But for me, and maybe I am going to take it personal, but I am going to try to keep my
emotion out of it, but it is the heading in which that
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sentence comes under which is the “Disposal of NonCore Functions.” Disposal, Madam Deputy Speaker,
this is what is in a Budget Statement—disposal.
And, Madam Deputy Speaker, it . . . Madam
Deputy Speaker, the reason why—I can see you are
wondering why I am so focused on privatisation and I
am so focused on this word “disposal.” It is starting to
bother me, Madam Deputy Speaker, because if you
look at the bottom on page 28, at the bottom of
page 28, the Minister says, “Government is considering the following departments for . . . privatisation” and
this is under the heading of “Disposal of Non-Core
Functions.”
Madam Deputy Speaker, what is the first department on the proverbial chopping block? Airport
Operations. Madam Deputy Speaker, let me declare
my interest. I worked in the department of Airport Operations from 1997 to 2004. And I have continued to
work at the airport with an airline that serves the general public and services Bermuda now. So the people
that he feels jobs are as . . . that have the same value
as a used tissue. This is what the Honourable Minister
is disposing of—these jobs. He is equating no value to
these jobs.
So, Madam Deputy Speaker, let me, let me
also say—now this is where I sort of change my tone
a bit because this is where I wholeheartedly agree
with the Minister—no pun intended, no misconduct, no
different context—I agree. I work at the airport. I see
the facility that we are in. I agree. We do need a new
airport. We do need a new facility. Now here, I will
actually give you—you can write this down—I agree
with you on two things wholeheartedly. I understand
and I agree that the Government cannot afford $200
million, which is the estimated cost of a new building.
We cannot afford to underwrite that. But where I do
not agree is privatisation is not the way to go when it
comes to the airport. Because if you privatise that airport, let me explain to you and let me let you know
what that looks like—privatisation of the airport means
we go out to an international investor for $200 million.
I just happened to look across the room [and]
I see the Honourable Member S. D. Richards. So he
is now going to be the $200 million investor. So the
Honourable Member Richards says, I will give you
$200 million to develop the airport; however, I need to
make sure that I need a return on my investment. That
is fair. That is fair. That is business.
So, Investor Richards, How do you expect to
get a return on your investment? [He says,] Well, I am
going to need to control the revenue streams. That is
fair as well because that is your $200 million. But as
the Government, I think we should . . . we want to own
that building, that structure, so you cannot take that
structure away from me if you don’t make your money.
Okay, no problem.
So now the Investor Richards has control of
the revenue streams. Now, the revenue streams consist of landing fees, parking fees, rentals, and stuff like
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that. So with the current structure that we have now,
the airport generates a surplus of approximately $4
million. But after you invest the $200 million into the
airport, you have now improved your revenue
streams. Now you are looking at approximately . . .
and then you are going to add the Air Navigation into
that (which we discussed the other day), you are looking at estimates of revenue around the $11 [million],
$12 [million], $13 million a year of generated revenue.
Investor Richards is going to take that $13
million a year and it is going to take approximately 30
to 35 years to pay off. So now we have built the airport, we have got all this revenue going on, but Investor Richards says, You know what? I don’t want to
wait around 30 to 35 years. I want to get my money
back a little bit faster. How can I do that? Let’s increase the revenue stream. So what you are going to
do? You are going to look at landing fees and right
now it is at $3.75 per thousand pounds for an airplane
to land here in Bermuda. Once those wheels touch
down, they pay the Government.
Now Investor Richards looks at Miami and
says, Well, hold on, if Bermuda is charging $3.75, but
Miami is charging $7.86—hey, why don’t I up my landing fees? I can then get out 10, 15 years earlier than
expected. But now—and once again I am going to
declare my interest that I work for an airline servicing
Bermuda—now this airline says, You know what? The
same reason we don’t fly to Miami is the same reason
we are going to pull out of Bermuda—it is too expensive. So now we are starting to lose airlines.
And when you lose airlines—and now remember, the investor has taken $200 million. He is
now . . . he does not have the Airport Operations people in charge of it because he cannot trust them. He
has not worked with them. This is $200 million of his
own hard-earned dollars, and you cannot blame him.
So far nothing is wrong with what is going on. This is
just how business is done. So now Airport Operations
staff is gone. Now you are looking at the airlines not
flying in. And their staff—the General Manager, their
supervisors and things like that (and to be honest my
General Manager was in the Gallery not too long ago)
so you know, you have the general managers.
And then you have got the check-in staff that
is gone, because you don’t have any flight going in,
you don’t need the check-in staff. You don’t need the
ground staff. So you see how this ripple effect goes
through privatisation of the airport.
Now, Madam Deputy Speaker, remember
what I said before. I agree wholeheartedly with the
Minister that we need a new airport. I agree that we
cannot afford to underwrite the cost. So now I am going to take a page out of my Honourable Member,
Shadow Finance Minister, David Burt’s page, and I
am going to provide a solution. This is my suggestion
to the Government. Why do we not take the airport
and actually turn it into a Port Authority? So when you
hear about the Port of Miami, it is short for the Port
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Authority of Miami . . . the Port Authority of New Jersey or New York. That means that you turn it into a
quango.
You then sort of have . . . you need to have a
check and balance. So what check and balance could
you put in? You could put in civil aviation as a check
and balance. So now the airport is able to make the
decisions as fast and decisive as they need to, but yet
the monies are now, since it is private—I would consider it private.
Now that it is separate from the Government,
now those revenues can go and be put right back into
the infrastructure upgrade or upkeep. So now remember we have got . . . we have got the $3 [million] or $4
million of revenue going in now, we can then . . . we
are a separate entity. Now the Airport Authority can go
to one of the local banks (let us say) the Bank of Butterfield, and say, You know what? Here is our business model. We are going to generate $13 million a
year and we could actually use a loan for $200 million.
That would have the airport. That would have the
causeway thrown in there. It would be a nice facility.
Look at all the revenue streams that we are getting.
And in 30 or 35 years we will give it back, you will be
paid off with your interest.
Now what does that do, Madam Deputy
Speaker? If you do [turn] it into a Bermuda Port Authority, you now keep the Department of Airport Operations because they need to be there to run it. You
now keep your revenue streams which then go back
into the airport. And with the revenue streams you are
looking at . . . the statistics show that sixty-eight cents
of every dollar spent at that airport would go directly
back into the economy. So after you have built the
airport which would then give the Bermuda economy
now the shot in the arm that it needs just to get jumpstarted, you then have sixty-eight cents of every dollar—$13 million—you are looking at roughly $8.8 million a year that is being directly infused back into this
economy. This is how you can do it without going
through privatisation. You do not risk the job loss. You
do not risk turning into a BP—we are a happy people
because, remember, we learned from somebody
else's mistakes.
So, therefore, Madam Deputy Chair, I understand the context of where the Minister is coming
from, but I feel as though he is lacking the vision. And
when I say that, I say that with all due respect, that he
lacks the vision, because it seems that all the Honourable Minister is doing is just trying to cherry pick
other ideas without properly looking into them first.
Therefore, when you privatise something, you then
have to look at the aspects with everybody that is being affected.
Madam Deputy Chair, what I want to say is
this: In closing, after reading this, when you are the
OBA Finance Minister you have to produce a budget.
But when you try to produce a budget, your budget
lacks vision, and when your budget lacks vision you
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have a Minister that sounds like a preacher. When the
Minister sounds like a preacher, his colleagues do not
practise what they preach. When his colleagues do no
practise what he is preaching the country suffers.
So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I urge you—do
not be an OBA Minister. Switch to the PLP because
you know that in today's economy—
The Deputy Speaker: Member you are actually talking to the Chair right now.
Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Okay, okay, Madam Deputy
Speaker. Well, I would urge the Minister not to stay an
OBA Minister—to switch to the PLP and then, you
know, because in today's global economy everyone is
going green.
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: You almost did 100 per cent.
Thank you, Member.
The Chair recognises the Member from Warwick West, constituency 28, Mr. Jefferson C. Sousa.
You have the floor.
Mr. Jeff Sousa: Good evening, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
As Finance Minister Bob Richards made very
clear in the Budget he delivered last Friday, status
quo is not an option. I could not agree more with Bermuda College economics lecturer, Craig Simons,
when he stated last Saturday in his column that the
2014 Budget is “arguably the best we’ve seen this
century.”
This budget gives our people hope. That was
the reason the One Bermuda Alliance was elected in
the first place. It was to deliver hope to the people of
Bermuda and to get Bermuda back on track. I would
also like to take my hat off today to the Reply to the
Budget that was delivered by MP David Burt. I have
listened to the Budget. There are lots of great things
that are inside that document and, certainly, I am sure
our team will be listening to that.
Madam Deputy Speaker, as suggested in the
SAGE Commission Report we are now considering
the following departments for mutualisation, outsourcing, privatisation, and I would just like to read those for
the listening audience. They are from page 28 and 29
of the Budget delivered by Minister Richards.
The Deputy Speaker: Please proceed

Mr. Jeff Sousa: [They are]:
• Airport Operations/Causeway
• Emissions and Vehicle Testing
• Aircraft Registry
• Ship Registry
• CITV
• Waste Management, including Tynes Bay and
Garbage Collection
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Vehicle and Equipment Operations and Maintenance
GEHI and Health Insurance Department
Parks Maintenance
Water and Sewage
Department of Social Insurance
Highway Maintenance
Conservation Services.
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lier, we have seen in the last couple of years . . . because these are the times we have not seen Bermuda
in our lifetime. We have to go back to the birth of my
father in 1930 to recall times like this. You see so
many people who have been laid off or let go. They
might have been great cooks and now they are baking
cupcakes and they have their own business in cakes.
I am hearing stories about this all the time because one thing personally that I enjoy doing is mentoring people, giving people the time of day and assisting them in ways that they can go forward. Recently I even did this in the prisons to let the young
men know of opportunities that they can move on to
when they leave prison, because getting a job after
having a criminal record in this economy is not going
to be easy.
In recent times our Government . . . I mean
we have only been in power now for a year and a half.
We have reduced overtime [pay] dramatically because
the money is just not there. I want to give some examples of how in the past—and when I say the past, I
am talking about under the former administration, the
Progressive Labour Party, as well as the administration before that, the United Bermuda Party—where
overtime was abused. I am going to give you a distinct
example of that.
In the Botanical Gardens, as an example, the
teams would lay back through the winter months when
there is not that much demand on their services. In
other words, the grass is not growing as fast, the
hedges are not growing as fast, knowing that they
would get overtime as the agriculture exhibition.

As I have been involved in the horticulture
industry for almost 40 years now, I would like to just
draw reference to some life experiences that I have
personally had that I feel would assist the listening
audience—our Bermudian people.
In 1978, after doing my two-year horticulture
apprenticeship scheme with the Department of Agriculture and Fisheries, I went on to work at Elbow
Beach. I was the only Bermudian in the garden department at the time. And, to be honest with you, I felt
like a foreigner in my own country. Many years after
that time I saw an opportunity to go back to Elbow
Beach and sell the management on outsourcing. I am
very happy to say that I did that as a young Bermudian who had ventured into a horticulture business.
I was the first company in Bermuda to do that.
The management of the hotel was very
pleased because we did a better job than their inhouse team had done before, and I could honestly say
that for 90 years Elbow Beach had done it in-house,
and the team would have been primarily nonBermudian. And I am very pleased to say that the
team that my company had there was primarily Bermudian, having introduced many Bermudians to the
POINT OF ORDER
trade over this last four decades. Many who now today have their own businesses and also are leaders in
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order, Madam
the trade of horticulture on the Island.
Deputy
Speaker.
I am also proud to say that, likewise, I did the
same thing with Fairmont Southampton over a decade
ago. Prior to this they would have done their grounds The Deputy Speaker: Member, please have a seat.
in-house and, again, it would have been done primar- Member, please have a seat.
Thank you.
ily with non-Bermudian workers. I am also very, very
proud to say that the team at Fairmont Southampton
today is 100 per cent Bermudian, other than one PRC Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: This is improper. You
are talking about people who are not here to defend
who has been with me for almost 30 years.
Again, I have brought this up this evening to themselves and making allegations. If he cannot bring
let the public know that they do not have to have fear that on paper and put it before this House, then I
about this. Let them know that there are opportunities would ask [him to] desist. You cannot—you should
for those that are entrepreneurial. These are major not—be saying that.
opportunities. And the rumours . . . and, of course, the
only reason I bring this up is that the rumours that are The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
going around the country, that myself or somebody
from my organisation is in talks to take over the Bo- Mr. Jeff Sousa: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
I would like to at this point refer to the Reply to
tanical Gardens, are false. And, on top of that, they
the
Budget,
and I would like to refer to page 15 from
are not healthy for our Island.
the
Shadow
Minister of Finance, "Though I will not fall
I do agree that not everyone is an entrepreinto
the
trap
of painting government workers with the
neur. As an example, mentioning the Parks Departbroad
brush
of
laziness, there are too many workers
ment, I do know that many of those workers there are
who
do
not
give
a full days [sic] work for a full days
hard-working and are very productive, and this would
[sic]
pay."
give them a great opportunity. As was mentioned earBermuda House of Assembly
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And again, as I said in my opening remarks, I
have been in the horticulture trade in Bermuda for
close to 40 years. I live it, eat it, drink it. I know the
field intimately.
Going on with that, over the years many of us
had driven through the Botanical Gardens, we have
been to the roadside verges and we have seen our
people not being as productive as they should be. But
there are those that are productive and they will be
the ones that will lead the charge with this opportunity.
I am reminded of the time when I was 16
years old as an apprentice for the Department of Agriculture and Fisheries when I had told a coworker leaving a shed—I was 16 years old—and I said, Turn the
lights off when you leave the shed. His response,
What are you worrying about it for, Sousa? Government is paying for it! I am here to say to our Bermudian people—we are the Government. All of us. Each
and every one of us. So we need to be watching how
we spend money. Government has gotten too large.
I would like to read a paragraph from page 29
of the Budget Statement, please: "We recognize and
understand people’s fears about change and we will
work carefully to make change work for the individual
and for the common good. But let there be no mistake
about why we’re moving in this direction: The cost of
government, as the SAGE Report concluded, is ‘unsustainable and out of control.’ The status quo is not
an option."
I would like to just finish off by saying that the
Department of Workforce Development (and I am the
Chairman of the National Training Board), we have
been working as a team (there are actually six working committees) very hard to produce a national training plan (part one) for Bermuda. This will show our
people where the opportunities will be for now, next
year, in the next decade.
There is a growing confidence in the community, and I clearly saw this at the Hospitality Career
Fair this past Wednesday. This was put on by the
Bermuda Hotel Association in conjunction with the
Department of Workforce Development, and it was
great to see the hotels that were involved there. There
are jobs. I am constantly telling our people to get involved. The new Jobs Board, I think it is awesome, a
great step in the right direction. So things are taking
place. Yes, it is challenging at times. I do not disagree. I—actually nobody is in the room now—but I do
agree with much of what MP Michael Weeks had said.
I understand, being a man of the people, for the people as well, out in our community on a regular basis.
But I just want to say in closing, we are moving in the right direction. We will continue to move in
this direction for the benefit of all of our people.
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
The Chair recognises the Opposition Whip,
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo from St. David's, constituency 3.
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You have the floor.

Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
Today I rise, I guess, somewhat alarmed at
what I think may prove to be a directional change that
can ultimately end up seeing our beautiful Bermuda
become more like other jurisdictions in terms of the
poverty gap (so to speak) between the haves and the
have-nots given some of the, I guess you can call
them, suggestions, that may be adopted by the Government.
First and foremost, as everyone knows, I was
previously an educator, and I cannot emphasise
enough the importance of investing in our future. Having looked at the Budget and seeing the major cuts for
our young people in terms of education, for me, it
speaks volumes, because the children are our future. I
think when you send out a message like that, whether
it is indirect or not, what will we say when we say that
we are not going to invest in our future in a meaningful
way. If we want our children to be contenders in our
economic market, we must first ensure that they get
the quality education necessary in order to be competitors.
As a Government, we do that by offering
things like scholarships. And, yes, we cannot offer, let
us say, a hundred scholarships at a high level, but we
can ensure, in looking at our high schools, that we at
least put enough in place that especially those who
have the academic acumen but do not have the financial resources are at least offered an opportunity to
realise their career aspirations. I have to say that upfront. I was quite alarmed when I saw that education
was taking a hit like this.
We demand much of our teachers, and so we
should at least show support for wanting to ensure
that we have an educated populace, and a populace
that has the skillset necessary to ensure that we have
a thriving economy.
The other thing that stood out for me, I guess,
and other Members here today have spoken to it, is, I
guess you can say, the idea of privatisation on the
whole-scale level which could possibly . . . I am not
trying to say that the Government is indeed going to
do all of this. I am saying that it is alarming for me to
see all these revenue streams potentially walk out the
door when, even after having the SAGE Commission
[Report] done and admitted by the Government and
the Commission itself, it was just looking at cutting
expenses but, indeed, what was highlighted is the fact
that we have to be creative with respect to more revenue streams for Government. So when I look at this
and I look at the Ship Registry, the Aircraft Registry, I
have to say that these are big revenue earning
streams.
I would wonder, when Government is trying to
look for a way to balance the budget, why they would
perhaps consider giving up such revenue streams to
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the private sector. And so reducing our revenue
stream, and perhaps our ability to ensure that we can
get that budget balanced, so to speak, and that we
are not always operating where the expenditure is so
great and the ability to take in sufficient revenue
streams stays at a reduced level, so to speak. I think
anyone looking at this would be alarmed.
I can think of jurisdictions for instance where
highway maintenance has been outsourced to the
private sector, and you hear of stories in such jurisdictions where the people are held to ransom to that private sector to the tune where you even have politicians, perhaps (let us say they own businesses that
deal with highways) threatening their constituents that
if they do not get voted back in then they can forget
getting their roads being repaired, and more roads
being put in place. Those things happen. They are
real and you see them in other jurisdictions.
Certainly as a representative of the collective
Government I personally want to make sure that certain things always remain in the hands of Government
so that the people indeed are not held to ransom by
the private sector.
We have a history dating all the way back to
our being founded. We can look at our country historically and see what has transpired along the way when
much of Bermuda was (it still is) held in the hands of
the private sector. We certainly, as Parliamentarians,
always want to operate in a way that ultimately does
lead to the betterment of people and country, and not
to private sector individuals.
Madam Deputy Speaker—oh I lost my page.
When I get to it I do have a quote that I wanted to
speak to. Here it is.
The Deputy Speaker: Take your time.
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: With your indulgence, I think it
is similar to some literature that obviously has been
reviewed by some of my colleagues, because we
have one colleague who spoke about where privatisation caused many issues, for instance, in Russia. We
know that privatisation has caused many issues in
South America.
This site that I wish to quote speaks about privatisation. And one of the things that it talked about in
3
particular is privatisation and poverty. It says that, "It
is acknowledged by many studies that there are winners and losers with privatization. The number of losers — which may add up to the size and severity of
poverty — can be unexpectedly large if the method
and process of privatization and how it is implemented
are seriously flawed . . .” And they gave examples of
that “. . . lack of transparency, assets being appropriated at miniscule amounts by those with political connections, absence of regulatory institutions, transfer of
monopoly of rents from the public to the private sec3
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tor, improper design and inadequate control of privatization process leading to asset stripping.”
It also talked about job loss: “Due to the additional financial burden placed on the privatized companies to succeed without any government help.” In
essence what it highlighted there is that, of course,
with private companies what they make [in profits] is
their main concern.
I joined my party because the ideology behind
this party puts people first. Of course, we want our
people to be able to operate within our communities
where they can realise, let us say, happy lives, so to
speak, where they can keep a roof over their head,
keep food in their stomach and the like. They do not
have to run to government for assistance in order to
be able to sustain themselves. Particularly in these
economic times, because of the downturn in the
economy both here and all over the world, many people in our community have found themselves in the
situation that they have never experienced before
where they do have to come to government for help.
My fear is, as seems to be the case with the Tourism
Authority, that when we outsource our government
departments to the private sector it does not guarantee that all of those individuals will end up with jobs.
We saw where a promise was made that no
jobs would be lost and that has not panned out to be
the truth. I am not saying in any way that that was a
desired outcome. Of course not. You want to do
things to the benefit of our country and our economy.
But that is the reality. That is what transpired. We
have people who did not end up getting employed.
And so when we have people like that they come to
us, the government that is, for assistance. We become responsible. We are our brother's keepers. We
become responsible for taking care of them.
From where I sit, having always been of the
working class, and never being, I guess you can say,
in essence, a job provider, and never being the recipient of all the profits in a company, I have a real concern. I have seen first-hand what happens to those.
We cannot all be the owners of companies. Some of
us are going to be the employees. But for the worker,
we do not enjoy the same benefits as that person who
is providing the jobs.
In an economy as small as ours we can only .
. . Let us face it; we can only have so many workers
because of the resources that we have here. It becomes a real concern when we are going to outsource
departments of government to the private sector who
do not have to hire everyone. Especially with globalisation and modern technologies we see every day, as
I believe we saw yesterday with Catlin, our Bermudian
people are losing their jobs to the outsourcing of business. And that is a real concern.
I believe in the United States during the recent
election before Obama was re-elected, one of the
things that he said on the campaign trail . . . he told
his people Forget about the jobs which are gone.
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They are not coming back. Because, as you know,
Madam Deputy Speaker, businesses are in the business of making money. And if they are more profitable
by outsourcing their jobs, you can change the Government tomorrow, still all those jobs are not going to
suddenly come back.
We have to be realistic. We live in an interdependent world today where business can be done
electronically. So when those jobs are gone, realistically speaking, they are gone. So Government is
charged with . . . we have to set up the infrastructure
for our economy to be thriving. That is our role. No
Government, I do not think, can guarantee, if they do
implement privatisation, that this will ultimately equate
to more jobs and a thriving economy.
I have heard the arguments about if you have
increased numbers [of people] here that will translate
into more money in our economy. Well, we have
countries that have millions and millions of people—
they mass produce and what have you. But yet they
have a high level of poverty and they do not necessarily . . . in fact they do not have thriving economies. So
that particular argument does not bode well with me,
because it is an argument where you can find a host
of situations to contradict that. So I do not think it is
the right argument to make for choosing to take a certain path.
Because we are a small jurisdiction, and because I think that there is enough business acumen
and I think there is enough intelligence here amongst
us (both the Government and the Opposition) where
we can figure out a way without having to privatise all
of these entities. I think we have that within our civil
service. I think we have sufficient intelligence to come
up with a different or better model that can make it
work and at least keep certain controls within the
hands of Government.
We want our citizens to be players in our
economy—real players in this economy. And I would
think, yes, if more of us are players and can realise
economic growth, then we are doing the right thing.
An Hon. Member: Hear, hear!
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: I definitely believe that.
But, I do not think that certainly taking a path that
could potentially see Government—not could, would
see Government—with a loss of a considerable
amount of revenue streams, with no guarantee that
outsourcing will enhance the product here in Bermuda
wholeheartedly going down that road.
I am one of those Bermudians who is very
concerned about the outright lifting of the 60/40 rule. I
saw the Honourable Finance Minister when he talked
about protectionism and the like in the Budget and,
yes, there are those who enjoy much wealth. Many
Bermudians enjoy much wealth in this country. And I
guess, sure, they want to increase their economic pie
and may not want to share what they have—or do not
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want the competitors. Yes. But there is also the real
threat of inviting other would-be entrepreneurs who
have the financial capacity to come and clean up this
market here in Bermuda with very little hope of those
of us who are Bermudian getting to realise our dream.
I want to know that we as citizens (I say that
in quotes) as "citizens of Bermuda" can go . . .I am a
professional. I should be able to walk into the bank
and sit down and negotiate whatever kind of deal I
would have to, from a business perspective, to be
able to float whatever business that is. Right now I
can say many of us who are Bermudians cannot do
that. We do go to the banks and they are not lending
money.
We have an open door policy to anyone coming here—especially with big bucks. They have the
potential to really sew up this economy. What future
am I passing on to my grandsons? I look past my
daughters. They are women in their thirties. I look
straight past them. I did what I was supposed to do as
a parent to try to give them their step in the door, so to
speak. But I look at my grandsons and all of Bermuda's young children, and I should be able to say to
them, You can be the king in this country. You, both of
you.
Our children should be the kings and the
queens. It is the visitors to our shores who should be
coming to do business with us. We should be the
business providers. They should be coming to seek
jobs from us. I really am afraid that I will wake up one
day in the not-so-distant future and look around me
and see that everywhere I go I am seeking employment from someone who is not, you know, born here.
And I am not saying . . . I welcome . . . we have, I
think, somewhat of a sophisticated economy in terms
of the reinsurance market. I do not mean in terms of
size, meaning like we have . . . Well, right now we
have a one pillar economy. I do not really think we can
say we that we have a two-pillar economy because
we are still trying to get the tourism pillar back together. So in that sense it is not a sophisticated economy.
You can look at some countries and of course
they have all sorts of . . . that is right. So I mean sophisticated in the sense that [we] need some high
skilled workers to do the jobs that are required in international business. I can stand here and say that of
course I would never turn my back on an investor or
an employer who is coming here to set up a business
that can benefit Bermuda in terms of Bermuda's reputation. And, yes, in terms of in so doing (setting up
business here) providing employment to skilled Bermudian workers. I would never turn my back on something like that.
I accept that in this economy we do not have
sufficient skilled workers in certain areas to be able to
fill every post. But, certainly, here in my Island, Bermuda, Bermudians should come first and foremost—if
they have the required skillset to do the job. I am not
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just saying farm out the job to anybody. They should
be given every opportunity to be productive within
their own country, because for many of the workers
who come here and provide a service to our Island,
many of them at least can leave and go back home.
This is it for us. So we have to protect Bermuda for
Bermudians first. I should not have to—
An Hon. Member: I agree.
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you.
I should not have to rent from let us say a foreigner for housing. And, again, I am not saying that a
certain portion of our land, we know, is owned by foreign. So I do not see a problem with them with renting
out their homes and what have you even to Bermudians, but I am saying that should never be the norm.
That should always be the exception.
So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I felt duty bound
to get up and speak about some very real concerns
that just do not exist for Bermuda, as you well know.
These are concerns that have been realised, that
have been experienced in other jurisdictions when
they have opted to go down this type of path. I certainly do not want Bermuda to end up in the same
situation that some of those jurisdictions are still finding [themselves in]. They are having major problems
with them. As my colleague pointed out, when you
look at Russia, poverty almost doubled overnight
when they changed the way in which they did business in that country.
Like I said, look at Cayman, for instance. You
have about 60,000 people living in Cayman and about
15,000 of those people are Caymanians. The rest are
foreigners who now live there. I do not want that for
Bermuda. The Bermuda that I want to see tomorrow is
a Bermuda that is for Bermudians first and foremost;
is a Bermuda that allows my offspring, your offspring,
our Bermudian children to be kings and queens in
their own country, and to be the job providers for the
most part; to be able to get their fair share of the economic pie that oft times our children go overseas and
train to try and come back and establish themselves
here in this economy so they can get their fair share of
the economic pie.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I can honestly say
this. I will resist, I will be very resistant towards any
measure that I believe is going to ultimately negatively
impact Bermuda.
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You have the floor.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
It has been a very interesting debate today. It
is clear that we all love Bermuda and we want what is
best for our lovely Island home. There have been
comments made by MPs on the other side of the hall
that we all have Bermuda's best interests at heart, we
just have a different vision on how we are going to get
there. We can still be friends.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Before I get into the
main thrust of the Budget Book I have to reference the
comments made by my good friend MP Lawrence
Scott, constituency 24.
He made some very interesting comments
about privatisation and how the company British Petroleum suffered losses. I think he referenced what we
in the insurance world call the Macondo Laws over in
the Gulf of Mexico, and he somehow drew a parallel
between . . . well, now that they are a private company they are having these massive losses. Whereas
if they were still a government owned entity they
would not be having these losses. That is a bit of a
stretch, Madam Deputy Speaker, and I sat here trying
to understand the logic in that.
There is a bit of false logic going on, Madam
Deputy Speaker. It is kind of . . . and this is not personal. This is just my take on his comments. It is kind
of like saying that . . . and people will probably remember this, those listening on the radio. About a
year ago there was a cruise ship over there in Italy
and the captain was on the bridge and he had a beautiful young lady on the bridge with him and he decided
to show how close he could go to the shoreline and
toot the horn of the cruise ship. He ended up grounding the boat and tipping it over and killing a bunch of
people on the boat. That was the Costa Concordia
cruise ship which is owned by Carnival Cruise Lines.
So for the Honourable Member to say that because British Petroleum is now privately owned and
they have this loss it is similar to saying Well that
cruise ship capsized and people were killed because it
is a privately owned company.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

[Inaudible interjection]
Ms. Lovitta F. Foggo: Thank you, thank you, thank
you.
I will take my seat on that.

Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: Point of order, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker:
you.

The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
The Chair recognises the Junior Minister for
Home Affairs, the Honourable Sylvan D. Richards.
Bermuda House of Assembly
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Mr. W. Lawrence Scott: I listened to the Honourable
Member and just wanted to say that he is misleading.
The point of order is that he is misleading the House.
What I said is that British Petroleum went from
being a Government owned company with regulations, and focused on safety and nobody getting killed,
to becoming a privately owned company and focusing
on the bottom line which is about the almighty dollar.
And in doing that they have cut costs which cut safety
measures which caused people to be killed.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Member?
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
I guess we can go back and forth on that all
day because—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: It is clear that record
drilling in the Gulf of Mexico, there are federal regulations and there are federal laws that apply, and these
companies adhere to them to the best of their ability,
but every now and then there is something in the mix
called human error. Whenever you have humans operating heavy equipment and machinery anything can
go wrong, and that is what happened over there with
British Petroleum.
[Inaudible interjection]
[Gavel]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: And they had a device
called a blow-out preventer that did not do its job and
that well got backed up. So, anyway, I do not want to
get stuck on that point, Madam Deputy Speaker.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Then there was another
comment made by the Honourable Member talking
about privatisation—
The Deputy Speaker: Member, can you just take a
seat, please?
It was lovely and quiet, I have to say. I guess
there were many individuals who were out to eat. Now
that everyone has returned back to their seats I would
expect the lovely quiet to continue as we respect the
individual who is speaking as they stand. I would expect the silence to continue on both sides.
Thank you. Member, you have the floor.
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my line, as the Honourable Member says, when he’s
shouting at me from across the floor.
The Deputy Speaker: Just proceed. Just proceed.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Once again, the Honourable Member also mentioned privatisation of airports and he gave, I guess what I would call a doomsday scenario of what could happen if the airport in
Bermuda was privatised. I just wanted to make the
comment that the Grand Bahama International Airport
in the Bahamas is privately owned.
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: It is privately owned. It is
a beautiful airport and it is well run. They are doing it
right. And I do believe that some of our representatives from our airport here in Bermuda have been to
the Bahamas. In fact, I think the Honourable Leader of
the Opposition has been to that Bahamas airport at
some point, so these things can work out. It is not all
doomsday scenario and that is the comment I wanted
to make.
Now, turning to the Budget I was very pleased
with the Honourable Finance Minister’s Budget, because I really did not know what to expect. When the
Budget came out and it became apparent that there
were going to be no job cuts this year and that he had
taken a very practical approach to putting forward a
Budget that is a Budget for this day and this time, I felt
proud to be able to stand beside my Finance Minister,
MP Bob Richards (and a lot of people in radio-land
may think we are related but we are not; we share the
same last name).
Our OBA Budget represents a multi-year mission to restore economic security and prosperity to the
people of Bermuda. It is a well thought-out plan. We
have a three-year Budget. I think it is a first. In fact,
the economist Craig Simmons at the Bermuda College in a recent article in, I believe it was the Bermuda
Sun, said that it was a historical budget. Those were
his words, not mine—a historical budget.
The status quo is the enemy. We cannot do
the same thing, the same way and expect a different
outcome. Some people would say that is the definition
for lunacy. So we have taken the approach that we
must grow our economy in order to get our people
back to work, and that is what we are going to do.
How will we do that?
An Hon. Member: You have not figured it out yet.

Mr. Sylvan Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: Thank you,
Madam Deputy Speaker. It is kind of hard to stay on

Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: We are going to control
Government spending—we have figured it out—we
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are going to control Government spending and eliminate red tape. Over the last year we have been working very hard to achieve that end, and it has not been
easy.
I have to cast myself back to prior to the December 2012 election because some people do not
want to revisit that. Some people do not want to discuss it. They want to pretend that it was all just a bad
dream, but it was reality. When the OBA was elected
on December 17, 2012, confidence in Bermuda was
at an all-time low. Bermuda, as a place to do business
. . . there was a crisis in confidence.
I remember back in 2010 when I first decided
to put my name forward and get involved in local politics, it was only because I personally was very upset
with the course the country was on. It became very
apparent that something had to be done. One thing
that I have noticed over the last 14 months is that confidence has rebounded a bit due to the hard work of
our Premier who does travel—
An Hon. Member: No!
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: He has to travel to go
see our clients—current and potential.
An Hon. Member: Whose clients?
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: To reassure them that
this OBA Government wants to do business with
them, that we are streamlining the bureaucracy that
had built up over the many, many years, and to let
them know that it is a new day in Bermuda. Come
back and visit us. Give us another chance. We will
work with you. So we have worked very hard to restore confidence in Bermuda. The evidence suggests
that we are turning the corner in this regard.
I will give you some examples. The Honourable Member wants some examples? I will give him
some examples, Madam Deputy Speaker.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: The fourth quarter of
2013 Omnibus Survey showed that, once again, the
consumer confidence score was up 21 points in 12
months from just prior to the 2012 election. And that
measures core confidence. Confidence is something,
you know, it is a little intangible. You cannot really put
a number on it. But without it you have nothing. Nothing.
For the Honourable Member's benefit—
An Hon. Member: Give me a few more.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.:—the number of unemployed persons in Bermuda has improved over 2012
regardless of what the Opposition might try to say.
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An Hon. Member: What was that?
[Inaudible Interjections]
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: The Labour Force Survey that was conducted contained good news regarding Bermudian employment. Another statistic for the
Honourable Member—
The Deputy Speaker: Member, speak to the Chair.
Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.:—the number of local
companies—these are not international business
companies, these are local Bermudian companies—
incorporated in 2013 was up over 2012.
Just yesterday the Bermuda Economic Development Corporation had a business-to-business networking event in the Washington Mall. This is the
fourth year, so we did not start it. I cannot take responsibility for that. But it was so good to be there
(and I gave the opening remarks) to see young, enthusiastic businessmen and businesswomen who
were there to network with each other, to develop relationships with each other, to talk to the vendors who
were there, KPMG and Digicel, Cellular One and there
was one other (that name escapes me right now).
So there is renewed enthusiasm about Bermuda's economy and it is the young people who are
going to save us, that have that youthful vigour and
their willingness to take a chance that some of us
older folks might not have at this point in our lives, you
know, because we are a little settled and risk averse.
So I was very pleased to see that yesterday.
Also, another statistic, the number of exempted company owned corporations was also up in
2013. And here is a beautiful one: The fourth quarter
of 2013 saw double the value of deals than the fourth
quarter of 2012. Double, in one quarter! That is fantastic. That is good news.
One [area] where my Government has fallen
down [is that] we do not blow our own horn enough.
We do not champion our successes. Everybody wants
to talk about all this other stuff, but there is good news
out there and it is going to be my job in this place to
champion that good news.
In the fourth quarter of 2013 there were 116 deals—
these are international business deals—worth $15.3
billion when compared to the fourth quarter of 2012.
That is good news. We have a long way to go but the
indicators are there. The green shoots are there. It is
like planting a garden. You put the seed in, you put
some water in it, you stood there looking at it, looking
at it all day, you do not see anything. Then you walk
away and you come back four days later and there
are green shoots coming through. There are green
shoots coming through in our economy. Let there be
no doubt about it.
So, our strategy: The OBA is following a twotrack policy to achieve economic recovery. That is,
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reform and renewal. Reform and renewal. We must
grow the economy and control and reduce government spending. We have to do those two things in
tandem. We cannot do one without the other or else
all comes to naught.
Let us talk about this population issue. There
are some who say Well, our population has decreased. And that is true. We have had large numbers
of people leave Bermuda. Bermudians have left Bermuda. Whole families—I know them . . . I would bet
everybody in this Chamber knows of at least one family that has left Bermuda and gone to England. With
that decrease in population, Bermudians leaving,
whole families, we have had massive numbers of
people, non-Bermudians leave Bermuda, some on
their own but some left because they were forced out.
They were told to leave—some on very short notice.
So when you put it all together you have a decrease in
population.
I come from the school of thought that you
cannot grow gross domestic product (GDP) with a
shrinking population, no matter how hard you try. You
need that critical mass. You need a certain number of
people on this little rock to fuel the engine. Right now
the engine is starving for gas. Right now our engine is
running on vapours. And anybody who knows motorcycles knows you cannot run an engine long on vapours. We need to put some gas in this engine. That
gas is going to be increasing our population.
I had a conversation at lunch. I said if every
Bermudian . . . I remember Lois Browne-Evans said a
long time ago she wanted everybody to go out and
fornicate in the bushes. Even if we started doing that
tomorrow it is not going to help our situation because
those babies have to grow up and be educated and
get jobs. We need to increase our population now.
And we are going to do it through immigration policy.
Our resident population is not growing
enough. We have to import people.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. Walton Brown: Point of order, Madam Deputy
Speaker. The Honourable Member, my friend Honourable Richards, is misleading the House. The only
population measure that is accurate is the Census.
The 2000 Census, in comparison to the 2010 Census,
shows a slight increase in the residential population.
So he is clearly misleading the House, perhaps inadvertently, but he is misleading the House nevertheless.
The Deputy Speaker: Member—
[Inaudible interjections]
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Mr. Sylvan D. Richards, Jr.: I will have to just move
on, my good friend. We have to talk off-line about that
one.
I will reference now a page from the PLP
Budget Book, page 23, that mentions that another
way to increase the number of Bermudians working in
the non-international business local economy is to
promote a policy of Bermudianisation. I do not disagree with that. I think that Bermudianisation is very,
very important. We have been talking about Bermudianisation for years.
Before the OBA became the Government
there was talk about Bermudianisation. This is not a
new concept. The problem I have is that for 14 years
this policy was there but I did not see a whole lot of
Bermudians getting jobs through Bermudianisation.
Bermudians were getting jobs because we had a
strong economy and the economy was creating entrylevel positions for young Bermudians. I saw them
coming through—it was like a pipeline. I mentored
some myself. They were coming back. They were
young and eager, educated, had their degrees, a lot of
energy, assistant underwriters, technical assistants,
and that spark dried up around 2008, 2009, 2010. I
believe that it dried up, and I saw it for myself because
the policies of the current Government of that day
were very anti-business. Partly the decision makers
made conscientious decisions to relocate businesses
out of Bermuda to New York, to Switzerland, to Ireland. And I saw this happening.
So let us move on to mutualisation, privatisation and outsourcing. I understand the feeling of discomfort and un-comfort that this is causing a lot of our
civil servants and people that work in the various departments that have been targeted for mutualisation,
privatisation and outsourcing. We understand peoples'
fears about change. Change can be difficult. Change
can be uncomfortable. But one thing about change, it
is the only thing you can count on in life—that and
dying one day. Nothing stays the same. Nothing stays
the same. It is the only constant. So we must not fear
change.
I have a glass of water here on my desk, you
know. It is full now, it was half empty a few minutes
ago, but when I looked at that glass, to me that glass
was half full of water. Another person might look at the
glass and say Well, it is half empty. It is all about one's
perspective. Now, for myself, if I was a younger person working in one of these Government departments
and I was hearing this talk about the potential for
Government to be mutualised or privatised, I would be
talking to my buddies. Hey look, this is a potential opportunity for us. You know? Rather than working for
Government, you know, making what money we are
making, we could end up owning this company.
Maybe some of these departments are going to be
split up into multiple companies. I do not know what it
is going to look like, but there are opportunities there
for Bermudians.
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I know in another life when I was younger I
owned a business. I enjoyed it. It was risky, yes, but I
had some of the best enjoyable times in my working
life when I was the owner. There is nothing like owning your own business. There is nothing like working
hard knowing that it all comes to you. So my point is,
Madam Deputy Speaker, there is opportunity out there
for Bermudians who are willing to take it on. You do
not have to be an employee for the rest of your life,
and this Government is going to facilitate that happening.
There is all this fear mongering about Oh, loss
of jobs. There was a gentleman on the radio (I think
he was from Parks) saying that, Well, if they privatise,
you know, whoever buys it is going to cut back on all
the employees because, you know, we really do not
need all these workers. I think that comment sums it
up for me. So we have to embrace change. We have
to do things differently.
We cannot afford the Civil Service that we
have now. That is the bottom line. We are robbing
Peter to pay Paul. Sooner or later Peter is going to
show up at the door with a bill and that bill has to be
paid. What is being lost in translation is we are doing
what we are doing because we have to do something
differently. It is just the reality of it. The Finance Minister has said it repeatedly: We have to cut costs. We
have to reduce spending. We have to raise revenue
all together. It is not an easy thing to do. But we are
committed to doing it.
So the way forward that this Government is
taking will create opportunities for Bermudians when it
comes to mutualisation. I am sure that there are Bermudians out there who may be listening to the goings
on in this Honourable Chamber right now who are
thinking exactly that. I want to encourage them not to
listen to the naysayers. Do not listen to those who say
you cannot do it. Embrace this opportunity that is
coming your way because that is what is going to fuel
this economy and drive Bermuda forward. Right now
Government is the biggest social programme that we
have going, and we cannot afford it. We just cannot
afford it. With that, I will take my seat.
Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
The Chair recognises now the Shadow Minister of the Economic and Social Development, Mr.
Glenn A. Blakeney.
You have the floor.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Thank you and good evening, Madam Deputy Speaker.
First I think I will start off by saying oh what a
tangled web they weave. I mean, wow. The last
speaker? I mean—unbelievable. Cannot afford the
Civil Service we have now. But no explanation on
what the plan would be that is in concrete, but yet I
heard that there was no concrete plan for mutualisa-
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tion or privatisation. It was being considered as an
option. But from the lips of the Member who just took
his seat it seems to be a foregone conclusion.
That brings me to my next point. He says
back in 2012 there was a crisis in confidence. Well
there was no more a crisis in confidence ever in this
country than now. A lot of it has to do with the actions
of certain Members of the Government that has
[caused] the people of this country to doubt what they
say because they have done completely the opposite.
So therein lies the equation of what has been
coined as a truth deficit. As a result of that why should
anybody in the country believe anything that the Government of the day has proposed because the track
record suggests that what they proposed is not what
they really intend to do. The people of this country see
that as clear as day.
Labour, the working people of the country,
those particularly that are organised and have as their
guidelines rules of engagement, their bargaining
agreement, sees that being turned all upside down
because there may not be any agreement applicable
to them if some of these proposals go forward. I say
that to say this: The Government is quite right and
speaks truth (in my humble opinion) when they suggest that they will not be cutting jobs. But the strategic
thing that they are looking to do is to cede that decision to a private company.
Private business, private enterprise, is driven
by their bottom line. It is for profit. It is for serving the
shareholders’ and the stakeholders’ interests and their
return on the investment. So they need to find that
balance of measures that would equate to austerity
versus measures that would equate to growth. That
equals profit at the end of the day, so that there is a
dividend that can be shared among those who have
taken the risk.
So if you are going to talk about privatisation
and you have no process, you are very vague with
how you intend to achieve it, you cannot throw any
projected numbers based on what would be saved
compared to what would be guaranteed to the people
of this country as savings in their pocket . . . and that
is very important. Look for example at trash collection,
which is one of those items listed in addition to waste
management that they are considering should be, or
proposing should be, privatised.
Let us say, hypothetically, that company that
succeeds in winning the contract, Government says
we are going to seed your grant on an annual basis
for two years, or three years or four, of, let us say,
$500,000, just for the sake of argument. And let us
say it costs $1 million based on Government's experience. So Government says, Based on our experience
you are going to be in deficit of $500,000. You have to
get that from somewhere first just to break even.
Where is it going to come from if the Government is
only prepared to give $500,000 in grant?
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That means that each and every person that
has trash is going to be subjected to finding money for
that service in their pocket. That is some of the residual consequences if this is not well thought out with
the interest of the people in the country at heart first
and foremost—not business, without that balance.
It appears from the policies that I have written
so far that this Government appreciates the potential
of their being only a one-term experience. So let us
get it all done real quick and challenge that new Opposition who will become the Government (as a Government in waiting now) to jump through hurdles or
hoops to turn what we put in place around, which may
not be so easy to unfix as it was to do in the first instance.
That is what people's concerns are—not the
least of which is organised labour who does not trust
the Government, which is why they recently took to
the streets and threatened to do the same thing again.
And without the intervention of the Honourable Minister of Tourism and Transport they would have hit the
streets. So it appears there is reflex reaction. There is
knee-jerk reaction.
Now, as our Honourable Shadow Finance
Minister has very clearly articulated in various ways in
the Reply to the 2014/15 Budget of how the Progressive Labour Party would go about with the shift and
the change in transitioning to meet some of our very,
very challenging issues, we hear speakers on the
other side just poo-pooing it away for the most part.
I think that the Honourable Member Bob
Richards did a very good job based on what his ideology was and where he saw the country best served in
going forward. However, I believe that our Shadow
Minister was incredibly articulate with regard to the
attention to detail. And the other thing is that he spoke
the common man's language from beginning to end in
his Reply. Articulating some things might be controversial, and not everybody might be on board with
that. But that is okay. Float the idea based on a solid
substantiated rationale, because that is where you
give people reason to think, to provoke thought, to
then draw down, peel off the layers and really see,
Well, you know what? Is there any hidden unintended
consequences based on this proposal that will do
more harm than good?
In the Government's Budget there was no real
detail. There was broad brush conceptualisations and
considerations and propositions. There were not even
projected numbers to any great degree on where the
success would be and what the challenges would be,
because with everything there is a downside that is
going to affect somebody. All we heard from the Government was references to plans and positions and
schools of thought that dealt primarily with austere
strategies—contractions, downsizing, seeding off departments to the private sector.
That is what pierced the confidence of the average man on the streets. And those that would deem
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themselves politically astute or have some political
acumen—they were, Well, the jury's out. I really do
not know. I really cannot say. Ah, you know it does not
look so bad but I do not know if it looks really good. I
need more detail.
There were surveys by men on the street responding to a question, What do you think about the
proposals in the Budget? And a number of people
said that they were not really sure, they needed a little
bit more detail, a little more meat on the bone. When
you look at this issue of privatisation and you correlate
that with the removal of 60/40—you are going to have
flight of foreign capital. If people are coming and investing in Bermuda they are not going to be necessarily committed to Bermudians. They are going to be
committed to their bottom line and to where their other
interests may lie in the world.
So we need to have that balance where there
is some protection in place for our people, because
our responsibility is to have a commitment to the future generations of this country. If we do not have that
commitment we are all going to you-know-where in a
breadbasket faster than we can count one, two, three,
based on that projected three-year budgetary strategy—which I do not really have a problem with. But
what I have a problem with is the seemingly lack of
commitment to Bermudians regarding the prioritisations of what this country really needs.
When you talk about commercial immigration
and you cannot wrap your head around it because,
again, there is a lack of detail, and then when you go
to the Minister or to the Government and you say,
Okay, what does it really entail? What does it really
mean? What is the real plan? How is it really going to
benefit the country? It is a broad brush again. There is
no drilldown with regard to specifics. That is the problem. That is the problem.
That is where people need information—if just
for their own edification—so that they understand how
it applies and will affect them in their daily lives. And
when you look at some of the things that have been
cut, particularly education, as the Honourable Member
Terry Lister focused on, those are real concerns because when you look through the veil you see the reality, and the reality lacks a commitment to the people
in this country that are vested in the country that we
need to keep our economy and our society buoyant
economically, which can only be done through tertiary
education, through incentives and motivating them to
get the kind of skillsets through that educational process that will give them the opportunity, not just to be
entry-level employees, but to be experts at some level
where they can enter even beyond an entry-level, and
come back home as opposed to taking flight.
When we talk about that, as the Honourable
Member who just took his seat spoke, why are people
taking flight? Because they cannot find employment.
Employment, which the Government promised would
be a commitment that they would deliver on sooner
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than now, has not happened. When you look at the
jobs created and the jobs that are lost—no sooner
than just yesterday four more Bermudians made redundant—how do you conjure in the community, especially among those who are able bodied and willing
and looking for employment that is gainful . . . and
they are competing against the idea of loosening up
our immigration policy so that there can be influx,
substantiating that argument that the population has
declined so we need more people to come in because
we cannot make our own babies fast enough.
It sounds reasonable, but who is it going to be
displacing? Because baby-bearing adults that are
coming into the country are not necessarily going to
be committed to birth control. That puts more pressure
on our economy. They feel that they now have an entrée to be considered as an exception. We now have
a Bermudian born child. Pretty soon we will be relaxing the laws. People coming and working, cohabitating, reproducing—because Bermudians are not doing
it fast enough. Over time we will certainly be displaced.
If we think we are second-class citizens now,
in about 10 to 15 years you will really be looking at the
reality of a definition of what a second-class citizen in
Bermuda really is. These are serious, serious concerns that the average Bermudian is thinking about
and considering when it comes to the kind of utterances we hear from the Government.
Now we look at the narrative of the Member
who took his seat just prior, referring to the former
Government (now the Opposition Progressive Labour
Party) being anti-business. How in good conscience
could the Member suggest that the Progressive Labour Party was anti-business? We started various initiatives—the TIEAs (the Tax Information Exchange
Agreements) meeting the criteria of the Organisation
for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD),
attending the various summits on an annual basis to
drum up business with the private sector ABIR [Association of Bermuda Insurers and Reinsurers] and
ABIC [Association of Bermuda International Companies], welcoming with open arms those that would be
business prospects to Bermuda, explaining the model
of our economy and how well we have engaged to be
considered one of the top domiciles of choice in the
world for those that are looking for asset protection—
whether those assets be privately held, mutually held,
corporately held or otherwise—this country.
They cannot blame the Progressive Labour
Party for being anti-business. That was something
they flew around out of their lips as the Opposition
year after year after year. So no wonder now they are
finding the challenges when they are looking to invite,
encourage, or welcome business. Then we had the
recent scandal, which is an unfolding saga that has
not ended by any means! So what is going to give
confidence to foreign investors when we have this
grey cloud that has taken on international proportion?
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[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Well, you know what? When
you have a truth deficit, when you have a truth deficit—
The Deputy Speaker: Member, Members—
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Madam Deputy Speaker, it is
a responsibility of an Opposition. When that happens
(as it does in any other jurisdiction) when questions
are asked and they are not answered . . . Just not answered—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Just not answered. Even if
they were answered, it was not to our satisfaction. But
there is a refusal to answer certain questions that directly relate to the credibility of the country and the
way it conducts business. That is of record, where the
Premier of the country and a Minister of the country
are at odds about the same thing that happened—
supposedly different in their minds.
That goes to the heart of confidence which
people want to have in a Government when they know
that it is their money being used to do what is being
proposed. And when they do not have the trust of the
Government there is a fundamental problem.
An Hon. Member: The PLP set the example for that.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: There is—no the PLP did not
set the example. The OBA—
The Deputy Speaker: Member, Members—
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: —set that example with all
the aspersions cast on us with the one coined phrase
which was one word: Corruption, corruption, corruption, repeated over and over, and not one Member of
the Opposition here today, or the former Government,
was ever charged with any crime! Reprehensible!
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Despicable!
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: And it threw the whole country under the bus. It threw the whole country under the
bus. You had people who were forging cheques . . .
have never been to a court of law, but the names represented on those cheques of a Works and Engineering Minister and a Premier. And there was no call from
the Opposition at that time to peel the layers off, do a
real investigation and bring somebody to justice because the Government of the day can go either way
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on any given day, and the principle of doing right is
most important especially when your leader of your
country is being attacked without substantiation.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes.
So I say that when you have a deficit of confidence you have to go back to the drawing board and
get what is wrong right, or get what appears to be
ambiguous clear, so that people understand and people have hope because they had belief—
[Gavel]
The Deputy Speaker: Members, there is a gentleman, a Member, who is standing to his feet, and I
really would like to have the opportunity to hear him
clearly.
Thank you, Members.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: They need to have hope.
They need to have belief—first and foremost in themselves, but as a result of looking at those that they
have placed confidence in to lead them, demonstrating why they should have the kind of hope that is necessary in the country to keep it on an even keel, to
give the benefit of doubt to promises made until they
are delivered. When they are delivered I told you I
knew why. I gave my vote of confidence at the polls to
those individuals in charge of the country.
But when you have these ambiguities, you
have the flip-flopping, you have a promise made and a
promise broken and it starts to escalate because then
a scandal comes in the middle of it all where people
are not willing to answer questions—legitimate questions. Some for the most just innocent questions because an inquiring mind wants to know because it just
does not seem the normal way to do things. Especially when you have been the one spouting transparency, ethics, accountability.
So the people of this country—not just the
Bermudians that are born and bred here, but those
that are welcomed particularly as business people, as
investors—when they stand afar and look and they
have some of the same questions, then we do have a
commitment to have to answer. I am sure that is going
to happen. But it is going to be interesting to see what
those answers are and from whose lips they come.
So, Madam Deputy Speaker, I would like to
commend our Shadow Minister and, as I said, we in
the Progressive Labour Party are committed to putting
people first. We have always tried to do that. It may
not have been to everybody's expectation. But when
you look around at this country and some of the infrastructure that has been built—from the Hospital to the
Sylvia Richardson [Care Facility] to housing to the
Heritage Wharf, and we can go on and on
. . . Loughland's. We even listened to the people and
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climbed down on the Southlands situation and did a
swap to the satisfaction of those who had invested in
that property for a particular reason. But the residents
did not want it. And we ended up listening to them.
We went through a process where now those proprietors have an opportunity to do a major development, a
major development.
Now, quickly, I want to go to the gaming situation. We know now that the Government is not committed to a referendum. The Progressive Labour Party
[was] on the principle of what was espoused in both
platforms. The Opposition party at the time and the
Government at the time both said that in the interest
of the people of this country we would give them the
say in what direction the country should go on the particular issue.
The Government, over the course of time, recommitted after being elected and then decided, You
know what? In the interests of this country we are not
going to go that way. We are going to bring it to the
House and just do it. Again, it equates to that trust
deficit. It goes right back to the doubt that people have
in this Government right now. If the Government has
their ears to the ground in the street they will hear the
same things that we are hearing from constituents on
this side of the House. What is going on? Their own
core is at odds. Their core support base is at odds on
the way they went about turning this whole thing
[around] and flip-flopping on the gaming situation.
So when we look at the numbers now in this
Budget and they say they are going to do this and that
and, Here is how we are going to save and here is
what we are going to do to transition some of public
services into the private sector, why should we believe
anything? I will believe it when I see it, because so far
what I have seen are contradictions—contradiction
after contradiction. So it gives me no confidence. But I
will give them the benefit of the doubt because they
have the numbers to do what they say they will do.
But I do not know what it is. When they do it I will believe it. Because when they say they are going to do
something they do not. That is the dilemma. That is
the dilemma.
So I shall be a part of the jury that is out and
will wait for the verdict until I see the manifestation of
the promises delivered. Because when they are, I will
be a believer, too, as would most of the country, I am
sure. But based on the track record—no vote of confidence from this side at all.
Thank you very much, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you very much.
The Chair now recognises the Attorney General and Minister of Legal Affairs, the Honourable
Mark J. Pettingill from Warwick North East, constituency 25.
You have the floor.
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Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, Madam Deputy
Speaker, and good evening to Honourable Members
and those listening.
I have to say that this is a well-written Reply.
And the Honourable Member who wrote it I hold in
some esteem with regard to his ability to write. I have
often called the Honourable Member with, you know,
a great compliment, a master spin-doctor. I know because I have, on occasion, been a victim of some of
that spin. He has a wonderful ability, politically, to take
something and twist it magically so that it appears to
be something else. And you can hear people say,
Wow! He is so brilliant! I have to confess I give him all
props—at times he comes off as sounding extremely
brilliant. And when you look at this document I know
that people who have heard it today that are out there
espousing it and this and that, Wow! Does that not
sound wonderful!
But it occurred to me, you know, when I am
reading my kids fairy tales at night it sounds wonderful, Madam Deputy Speaker. And sometimes you wish
that those fairy tales could be realities. But we know
when we look at it as discerning adults or as people
with some degree of intellect and you start to scratch
the surface you say, Well, that is a fairy tale. People
do not fly. Jack did not climb a bean stalk. There was
no Little Red Riding Hood, and it goes on and on. The
stories sound great, and they were so well-written. So
well written.
What one has to when you see something like
this is start to really scratch at the surface between
talk and implementation and numbers—big numbers—that sound good but are not really based in reality and have more of a ring of the Brothers Grimm
than they do of anything that is based in a factual
sense with regard to what actually can be done and
accomplished. It is the difference between talk and
implementation; reality and wishful thinking.
The Honourable Member in delivering this at
the one part he said—and I will come to it in a little bit
with regard to the cannabis issue—what he is promoting is a sensible and pragmatic approach. I mean,
pragmatic means sensible, but it also means realistic.
One has to hope if you are going to come up with an
alternative plan you are being realistic about it.
And the one thing that I commend the Honourable Finance Minister for, Mr. Speaker (welcome
back)—
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —is that in looking at his
Budget and in the many conversations that I have had
with him—indeed the education that I am getting from
him when it comes to the economy and finance—he is
a realist! He is a realist, and looks at things realistically.
When you do that the goalposts are bound to
move. When you are able to gather all the facts . . .
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and I did cases for a long time, Mr. Speaker, as you
know, in the Courts. You might have a plan in your
mind and think you are going to do this and you are
going to do that, and then the evidence starts to settle
on you. You get served with the evidence. And when
you get served with the evidence your game plan has
to change.
I am learning by way of analogy that is like finance and economy and running the economy. Once
you start to look at the evidence your case changes.
And it would be foolhardy to stand at a rigid position
and say, We are going to stick with this, because what
you hope for and what you anticipate, and which is
sensible, just like doing a legal case, you have to anticipate something and then . . . I have never, ever
done a trial which was like writing a play. I wish! I
would have won every single trial—any lawyer
would—if I could just write the script. You anticipate
what is going to come, you do your best work that you
can and then this comes and that comes. And it never
ever goes the way that you set out at the very beginning. And all you can do is try and plan for the best of
it. But one thing is for sure—it has to be based on
some semblance of reality.
So when I start to look through the document
that the Honourable Member put together and I see,
Here are the alternatives, my notes all along are saying From where? Meaning from where are you getting
this money that your fairy tale is spinning out to people that, we would invest funds for the training upgrade, we would spend an additional $30 million in
excess of the OBA planned budgets in the following
areas: Education $5 [million], Energy $5 [million] . . .
Why $5 [million]? There is no breakdown on why $5
[million]. Five million dollars is a great number. I wish I
had it in my pocket right now. Actually, I will take $10
[million]. I will take $10 million. What is the rhyme or
reason for that?
Tourism Authority will spend another $5 million. I will take that. You would take another $5 million,
Minister? Here you go! I will run home to my kids Monopoly box and get you $5 million out of there and try
and cash that.
Training and scholarships—$4.3 [million].
Why $4.3 [million]? Where does that number come
from, Mr. Speaker? E-Government—$2 million. Bermuda College another $2 million. The Bermuda Police
Service—$2 million. The OBA cut the budget by $3
million. Well, I will leave that to my Honourable Minister to explain that. But if anybody understood what
was going on in the police they would understand exactly why that figure is down by $3 million and where it
gets recouped. Even I as a non-economist, a nonfinance person knows what that is about and how that
works. But we are going to jack that another $2 million.
Under police service, by the way, since this
Government took power it seems to be working pretty
well given that crime is down by 48 per cent. Forty
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eight per cent down, Mr. Speaker! So that tells you
one thing, Mr. Speaker: somewhere the money is being spent well. So, 48 per cent down is because of this
Government's implementation and spending the
money in the right way. So what is the logic of putting
another $2 million in? No rhyme or reason.
Community Development—$1.5 [million].
Child and Family Services—$1.2 [million]. Youth and
Sports another $1 million. Customs another $1 million.
This has the type of ring that the previous Government had. And the Honourable Member, Mr.
Blakeney, who took his seat . . . and he knows I love
to hear him speak. I almost refer to his voice to be like
Gregory Isaacs—he could melt the ice cream. He has
not lost the talent. And now he is on that side he still
sings the same. He always sits there and it is like . . .
and you know I say that with all compliment. He has
got that melt-the-ice cream voice. It kind of like
soothes you and makes you feel like this is the way it
is. It is a skill! It is brilliant! Maybe he should have
been a lawyer. He could have sold it. I say that with all
respect.
But when he starts talking about (in the meltthe-ice cream voice) The infrastructure and the Government reinvested in this infrastructure I am sitting
here pulling my hair out—which is no easy feat for me!
Of course, what I am saying—it is no easy feat for me
to sit there and start plucking the hairs saying What?
He really wants to go down the road of because all the
things we did not infrastructure? And drops in names
like Heritage Wharf and the Court Building and I am
sitting here as the AG going, Really? You really want
to go there? Millions and millions and millions in cost
overruns that did not help . . . we have some nice
looking structures. We have some nice looking structures, Mr. Speaker—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Point of order?
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Yes, you are misleading the
House. The Heritage Wharf will pay for itself.
The Speaker: Yes, yes.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: As one example.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Thanks. You have made your point.
Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Because the Court Building
we are renting for ourselves.
The Speaker: Thank you. You have made your point.
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Mr. Glenn A. Blakeney: Not to the private sector.
The Speaker: Please take your seat. Thank you.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: The Court Building we are
renting to ourselves. All right.
Millions and millions and millions in overruns—we are not even sure of at this stage to look
under that hood.
And when we talk about that type of money
that got spent, Mr. Speaker, and how it was managed,
I have a degree of frustration, if not anger, that arises
in relation to we spent on over-structure.
Then when I come down to it and I see in the
Honourable Shadow Finance Minister's speech, his
Reply, he starts talking about spending $6 million on
infrastructure improvements. Well at least we are
starting low, compared to where we were before. It is
only $6 million now, but the Lego blocks will come in
again. You know, let us spend $6 million on infrastructure. “The PLP would allocate $6 million” (So the first
note is from where? Where are we going to allocate
$6 million from?) “for remedial works in affected areas
Island wide to improve drainage and to insure that our
walls are secure to protect and safeguard the lives of
our citizens.”
Of course, you know, we had a recent event
in relation to that, and we will have to look at how we
remedy and address that, Mr. Speaker. And we will.
But where is that number of $6 million coming from
now? And why $6 [million]? Why $6 [million]? Why not
$5 [million] like the other stuff?
Numbers—just like the fairy tale—numbers
that sound good, just like the pot of gold at the end of
the rainbow in the fairy tale. But when you really start
to look at it we know the rainbow always moves and
there is no pot of gold. That is an Irish myth, but it
sounds good. But if people are discerning they should
be asking themselves, Well, that all sounds great.
Look how much money the PLP would spend.
I certainly could not begin to say that the PLP
did not spend money. And here we have it again with
no rhyme or reason, let us just spend this Monopoly
money or money we are going to print because when
we get down to . . . and I have some idea of how it
works, Mr. Speaker, so you have to find ways of raising money; look at what you can do, not depend all on
one thing.
The Opposition has a PLP glide path at page
13 and this glide path creates not a SAGE Commission but a RAGE Commission. You know, rage is a
reactionary emotion—a reactionary, knee-jerk fit of
emotion. But this RAGE Commission . . . first we start
in 2014/15 with a $40 million reduction, increase of
$13 million in capital spending from OBA levels and
reduce all payroll taxes. Well, why $13 [million]?
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We then get to 2015/16 (so we are in next
year now) and we are at capital spending to fall from
$75 [million] to $70 [million], reduce all payroll tax
concessions by 50 per cent thus ending these concessions and beginning now in 2015 we are going to
begin implementation of the RAGE Commission recommendations.
When I talk, Mr. Speaker, with all respect
about fairy tales, how can you begin to plan on the
recommendations of a commission and say, This is
what we are going to do and how it is going to work . .
. you are not doing that until 2015 or 2016, and then
you get those recommendations in 2015 and 2016
and then in 2016/17 the spending freeze will require
savings within the Civil Service to make room for pay
raises, and by 2016/17 the budget will return to current account surplus.
In 2016/17, after your RAGE Commission
recommendations you are going to take on board in
2015/16, and you are going to return to current account surplus in that year?
Now, I am no economist, Mr. Speaker, but I
have some idea that that has to be a fairy tale, especially when I am seeing how things actually work. A
year . . . you are going to get your RAGE Commission. We have no idea what they are going to do or
what they are going to say but, somehow . . . this is
how this speech goes from the Honourable Shadow
[Minister]. We do not know what they are going to say,
because we are going to get their recommendations,
but this is what will happen.
That is how this fairy tale is written! We do not
know what is in it but we are going to tell you that this
is what would occur. We are going to tell you what
would occur. We do not know what is in it but we will
tell you what would occur. In what Alice-inWonderland-story? So when I say that these things
have to be based in reality, that is a shining example
that is utterly unrealistic.
I am going to say it. What is frightening is
when that Honourable Shadow Minister stands up and
speaks the way that he does, he sounds like he is
making sense! He sounds compelling! He sounds like
he knows what he is talking about, when the real brain
[is he who] just walked in the room, the Honourable
Finance Minister, who does know what he is talking
about, who bases it in reality. And that is why people
have to scratch below the surface and look at, not just
what you are saying and how good it sounds, but what
is the reality of it.
Let me give you an example—
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: —a cold, cold, hard example.
The Speaker: Yes, Honourable Member?
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POINT OF ORDER

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Mr. Speaker, you
know for that Honourable Member to use the language when he says that it is the real brain that has
just walked into the room—and no disrespect to the
Honourable Member Mr. Richards—is he implying that
the Honourable Member David Burt does not have
any brains?
The Speaker: All right. Hopefully not. But, Honourable
Member, please, if you could refrain from taking that
tack.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: You know, I will withdraw
that, because I did not mean to imply that. I got all
excited when I saw—
The Speaker: I did not think so, that is why I did not
stop you, but I think it is a reasonable objection.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: No, no, no, it is. But I spent
the first ten minutes speaking about how bright I
thought he was. So that is probably right to . . . I was
not implying that at all. But I think the Honourable Finance Minister has a sensational financial brain. He
does.
Let me say this: I think it is a brain based in
reality as opposed to in a fairy tale. And people that
write fairy tales have tremendous brains as well because you have to to have that type of imagination.
The Speaker: I think . . . the point is that, Honourable
Member, all of us, for all of us, all of us have wonderful brains.
[Laughter]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That is a lovely way to put it!
It is a beautiful mind everywhere. It is a beautiful mind.
[Laughter]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: But when I talk about how
good it sounds, what I am talking about here is how
good you make it sound, and what the reality is. I
mean one of the things that that Honourable Member
stood up and said (and I will come to this in a minute)
he goes "Online gaming . . . it is imperative that we
implement additional aspects of gaming besides casinos. Last year, online gaming provided over $80 million in tax revenues [to] . . . Gibraltar."
Well, last year Gibraltar made $15 million in
tax revenues off of online gaming. That is a fact, a
hard-core fact, right here. So maybe he got it wrong.
But it is not $80 million. Last year they made $15 [million]. But $80 [million] sounds a lot better than $15
[million]. I give you that. But if he goes on and has a
look . . . go online and look at what Gibraltar did last
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year (I have it right here in front of me) in tax revenues
on online gaming and on the calculation now (because it was in pounds) it was about $15 million. It is
not $80 [million] but $80 [million] sounds a lot better.
So anybody out there listening to that speech
would have said, Oh God, he had me at $80 [million].
Why are we not doing that? We would make $80 million! And the tax, Mr. Speaker, is not on “the gaming,”
because if you did it that way in this country, we had
about $1.6 [million] going out a month and taxed at 20
per cent on online gaming, you would make like $3.8
[million] a year. The tax in Gibraltar is on the companies that provide the service for online gaming.
Now, I do not know if everybody in the listening audience (and I would not fault them if they did) or
even the House understands the difference. But they
are not taxing people playing online gaming. Gibraltar
has a plethora of companies that have come into the
country, which has raised a lot of eyebrows with other
countries, and they tax the service provider. So
somebody who is playing online games in Bermuda
might be hooking in to a company in Gibraltar. And it
is the company that is getting taxed.
Now, Gibraltar is open for business on that
front, there is no question. They only have 30,000
people and they only have 600 people unemployed.
They are doing really well on online gaming. But I will
tell you this, Mr. Speaker: They are not getting looked
at in a really good light. There are a lot of questions
being raised there because of that business. When
one thinks about it is all right to come out with . . . and
when that Honourable Member talks about being
pragmatic . . . okay, let us be pragmatic. Because in a
paragraph to put things like $80 million (which is the
fairy tale element) and we have to consider online
gaming—this is what worries me. It is the implementation.
What is the United States going to think of
that, as our major friend, trading partner? A people
that we do the most of our business with, let us be
honest. What is their view of us saying, Oh, we are
going to open up for online gaming right now. I will tell
you this: I do not know. But it is a question that I would
want to go and ask before I said, We are just going to
do this. I would want to look at everything that was
going on in this other jurisdiction to see what the reality was with regard to what I could do to set up online
gaming.
The Honourable [Member] also has to consider, well, if you are trying to consider an integrated
casino resort position to create jobs, to create tourism
and all of these things that we have spent a fair degree of time looking at, researching properly and
gathering information, how do you think that is going
to impact on a prospective investor? This is the question to ask. If you suddenly say we are going to open
up all the doors to online gaming, are they going to be
worried?
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Well, hold on a second what is that going to
do to our revenues if you open it up across the board?
Because Gibraltar is not in that business; they are in
the online gaming business. What are you going to
do? The point is this: If you want to be “pragmatic” (to
use the Honourable Member's word), then you need
to research all of those things and to ask all of those
questions. So it is a fairy tale to come along and say,
Here is what we would just do, this.
Blue economy—which I am all in favour of the
idea of a blue economy, but the depth that you have
to look at to consider when you start talking about inclusivity of sea-bed mining . . . you do not just go out
there with a snorkel and a bucket and start diving
down and picking up gold nuggets outside the reef
line. That is the type of thing that costs millions, if not
billions, in investment to do. Who is going to do that?
You have to go out and start talking to people and see
if they are interested, and are they going to get on
board. As far as I know, nobody is clamouring and
kicking down the door saying they are going to spend
millions and millions of dollar in doing that. Maybe not
everything got shared when we became the Government. Maybe there is a file on that that the Opposition
has kept and they know that these people are lined up
to invest.
The same with the fishing idea, offshore fishing. Those boats cost millions. It is a great idea, but
you have to consider things like the industry, the cannery, or the processing plant or the ship that is processing. Tens of millions of dollars! I’m not saying that
the thing is not out there. But with the economy we
have got and what we do, who pays for that? Who
pays for that, Mr. Speaker? Where does the money
come from?
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Okay.
And if you are going to get into partnerships
with people that might be interested in that—there is
no plan for that. It is just put together in one line—we
need to do this. This is the diversification of our economy of what would be done.
Now, when we talk about casinos . . . I need
to clear this up because I noticed this was what was
picked up on even in this Budget speech despite the
fact that the Minister clarified it. From day one . . . and
I met with a lot of people over the last year from day
one in coming into this job as AG. I had always said
and have structured it all along, and anybody working
with me knows this, anybody working with me knows I
have structured it all along where we would have an
independent regulatory authority that would issue licences. Thankfully, anybody that I ever met or spoke
with about what Bermuda's intentions were—that is
what I said, on the record, before we even got down
the road, that whatever we did, that is the way it would
go. That is the way that it would go.
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The Honourable Finance Minister fell on his
sword, mea culpa, and corrected himself on that one.
Because I had always said that, in 14 months of being
on the job, and when we were even having the discussion about casino gaming because of how I knew
we could not afford to be in a position where it even
looked grey, like the Club Med lease had in that regard, where the Government appeared to be the ones
that had the ability to hand out a licence.
From day one I knew it could not happen like
that, and anybody that spoke to me about it was told
that. My team that started looking at this—lawyers,
other people on expert levels—knew that that was the
intention. It had to be that way. And if we went the
online gaming route that is another consideration you
have to think of, because right now there is a volume
of information being put together on how we address
and manage that.
So when we come down now, Mr. Speaker,
and talk about as an alternative to regulate and tax
cannabis, and the Honourable Member says, "What I
am promoting is a sensible and pragmatic approach,
which has been successfully implemented in other
jurisdictions" . . . I agree with him on that. But he
seems to be at odds with his party who just laid a decriminalisation bill that has nothing pragmatic or sensible about that approach in it whatsoever.
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: He seems to be completely
at odds with that.
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Carry on.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is misleading the House. The reason why we could not lay a
bill for regulation is because we cannot lay money bills
dealing with taxes.
An Hon. Member: Oh man!
The Speaker: Thank you, thank you.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Let me say this . . . no, no,
nice try.
The Speaker: Carry on with your—
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: That was very clever, all
right?
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The Speaker: No need to . . . Honourable Member,
no need to mention whether anyone is clever or not.
Please just . . . do not patronise. Do not go with that
line.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Here is the point. It does not
address the supply issue. The bill does not address
supply. That would not be a money bill. And I will deal
with this in a few weeks. Where are you getting your
weed from? Are you going down to MOB to buy it so
you can be in personal legal use, personal legal possession? Was he not around when they were putting
that together and asking the question about a pragmatic approach? That is what sounds as being at
odds, because that bill does not speak to that. So
there is no pragmatism involved in a decriminalisation
bill, which would be a legalisation bill (but that is another day, another discussion).
So I hear that, but that type of approach and
how it was done in other places . . . to think that you
are going to be able to do that overnight and raise tax
off of it is another fairy tale. Because the first thing you
have to do, and I started this because I started having
the conversation with the Attorney General of the
United States Eric Holder. We chatted about it. And
we are going to chat about it again. But that is what
you have to do. You have to have conversations with
the people that are right next door and what the impact of you deciding to regulate and tax cannabis is
going to be.
I am not saying I am adverse to the concept
or the thought, but the pragmatism is a long, well
thought out and detailed approach that does not happen overnight with a decriminalisation bill. So that
seems to be the position that contradicts with what is
raised here as far as raising revenues and how that
could occur and when it would occur.
I will finish on this note, Mr. Speaker, in dealing with the realities I always like to go to third-party
validators—
The Speaker: Just one minute left.
Hon. Mark J. Pettingill: Thank you, so great timing,
thank you.
Just a couple of weeks ago it was great to
read in the [Bermuda] Sun from an economist that
everyone has respected here, Craig Simmons, who
said, “‘The recovery is within our grasp.’” It is no
longer a romantic wish. He cited three heart-warming
indicators: “retail sales, labour force statistics, and the
island’s balance of payments.” [14 February 2014]
The facts are the facts, and you have a thirdparty validator that sees that, and that the ship is starting to turn in the right direction. That is all. That is the
most that is being said. And it is not based in a fairy
tale, it is based on a reality, and it is thanks to that
Finance Minister right there that it is moving in the
right direction.
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
[Timer beeping]
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: The Chair will recognise now the Honourable Learned Member from Sandys North, MP Michael Scott.
You have the floor.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The ritual of the Government, the Finance
Minister presenting the Budget Statement for laying
out the fiscal plan for the country for the year ahead is
in this 2014 period one which presents any Finance
Minister with a unique set of problems and, equally, it
presents the Shadow Minister who makes the Reply,
as has been made today by my colleague, Mr. Edward David Burt, with an equal unique set of solution
objectives to craft a Budget Statement for the year
ahead in this particular environment.
It is, of course, easy to write a budget in times
of surplus. And I know that the Minister of Finance,
the Honourable E. T. Richards set his course out to
strike a balance, and it was not the easiest of conditions in which to write a Budget Statement. It will have
tested both a Shadow Minister for Finance and the
Minister of Finance to write not only a balanced
statement of the fiscal plan, but to give a statement
which stimulates hope and stimulates optimism in
your nation.
The two Statements that are now there before
you, Mr. Speaker, we have now had the opportunity to
look at them in clear and stark terms, set out two different stalls. The philosophy of the PLP is now very
clear and it was made clear on the page that the Attorney General has just been referring to on our page,
on the Shadow spokesman's page, talking about the
alternative budget on page 9. And this is in contrast
with page 17 of the Budget Statement that makes reference to how will we project growth, and it is largely
a reference to the support of the international business sector, and how that will contribute to the Bermuda economic frame and how it will assist people.
As the Minister of Finance said he recognised
that there was a level of pain in our country, but the
way that the Progressive Labour Party's philosophy
and approach is set out with concrete alternatives and
priorities . . . and those that are set out on page 17
immediately reflect an obvious reference to how the
reinsurance and asset management and infrastructure
development . . . but their infrastructure development
of course is similar to what the Honourable Member,
Mr. Burt, began to address. He specifically spoke of
capital spending on infrastructure to stimulate jobs,
and this is a sound economic approach. In that sense
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both the Honourable Member Mr. Burt and the Finance Minister were ad idem (if I can put it that way)
on how to respond in these challenging times.
There is a temptation of course to get caught
up in some of the controversial and controversies in
the 2014 [Budget] that have been posited by the Government along the lines of privatisation, immigration,
and this idea of support of international business and
the trickle-down effect that derives of supporting international business.
The Honourable Mr. Richards in his last
Budget spoke about the Bermuda economy primarily
being financial services. My, how things have
changed, because he would not have been able to
say that in our past. But it is curious how we have now
a Statement as real as it is that when contrasted with
an economy in Bermuda that used to speak to the
heavy contribution from tourism and certainly a construction sector contributing to our GDP, the retailing
of real estate operating at really high rates, there was
a mix in our economy in years gone by that would
have made this statement by the Minister of Finance
just quite impossible to hang his hat on.
But that has been one of the features that
makes the presentation and crafting of the Budget
Statement and a fiscal plan a challenge. But I want to
commend the Shadow Minister of Finance, the Honourable Member, Mr. Burt, for giving a realistic . . .
giving the PLP's plan speaking to the people first,
speaking to real, real, real solutions that people can
understand.
Now, Mr. Richards, I know when he speaks to
the infrastructure opportunities connected with such
programmes such as the airport renovations, the rebuilding, the Tynes Bay projects . . . again, I commend
him for balancing the way that he would approach the
growth in the economy that he seeks in his Budget
with these job creating projects. But what Mr. Richards, the Honourable Member, the Minister of Finance, achieved in this Budget was a balance that
sent the right signal to the international business.
He obviously had to, in these conditions, not
cause a flight of capital. And he achieved that. He had
to also, from the labour perspective, not entertain or
create a budget that caused labour to walk the streets.
He managed to achieve that. But there are Trojans in
his Budget, and I am not talking about the football
team. There are Trojans in his Budget, which he has
been bold enough to be completely frank about. But I
hope people are reading it carefully. He manages to
keep the balance struck and not have labour take to
walking in this Statement by saying that certainly in
the public sector he would not create a circumstance
where jobs would be lost. He makes that statement
very plainly. He had to make it in order to achieve stability.
What he does say is that there are clear
commitments by the OBA Government to these controversial plans under the SAGE Commission recom-
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mendations which will involve next year the real possibility of job shrinkage, job losses in the public sector.
And these are the Trojan horses in the Budget Statement that . . . well, they are not that secret. They have
been declared. But because the Minister of Finance
has had to tread a careful, or cautious, line in this
Budget, it does not reveal the fact that we have a
Statement and a set of circumstances that by next
year will play out in fundamentally concerning ways.
Equally upfront in this Budget Statement is
this commitment to growing immigration. It is put that
the population must be grown. It permits Members,
like the Honourable Junior Minister for Labour in this
country, to stand up and make pronouncements that
we should be going the way of increasing immigration.
Members on this side of the House properly are concerned that immigration that creates a paradigm like
the Cayman Islands is not for us.
The Speaker: Just a minute, just a minute, just a
minute.
Now I can hear.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
It was on page 9 of the Statement, a bold assertion—this is the Honourable Minister of Finance
declaring that the only alternative is to import people.
This produces the foundation, gives energy to this
capacity to get out into the community and say and
support what Minister Fahy (who sits in another place)
is beginning to promote with commercial immigration.
It is a very worrying trend. We cannot go, nor can we
allow ourselves to react or submit to the pressures in
this economy. This economy (and I know the Honourable Minister of Finance knows this) is part of a global
mix, and the financial mix in this economy, the global
pressures on this economy to begin to look just like
the rest of these jurisdictions that offer financial services—first of all to become amorphous—is high.
The Minister of Finance spoke of the pressures that we have internationally from France, and
the pressures are tremendous. But I urge the Government not to just cave in to these pressures. We are
a different overseas territory because of our legacy.
We have a lot more going for us to allow us to resist
becoming like the rest of this crowd.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Well, I am glad to hear that.
You know, once upon a time the persons who
sat in this House were the bankers, who sat at the top
of banking in this country as well—Sir Henry Tucker,
Sir Ernest Vesey, they sat in positions of power. They
took a very dismissive (I say with the greatest respect)
and jaundiced view of the administering authority, Her
Majesty's Government, because they had the power
to do so. Today, we do not have Members sitting on
the Government benches, either former OBA Mem-
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bers, former UBP Members, or current OBA Members,
who are sitting at the top of the banking institutions in
this country and working the levels of power that that
kind of position would allow you to have. So maybe
this is the reason why we see this approach that we
are seeing in this country, that we should be genuflecting to HMG [Her Majesty’s Government].
But we cannot afford to have the country go in
the direction of the way that the globalised persons
who bring financial pressure on us would like to see
us go. I think we have the capacity to resist that, and
the seeds of the way that we can achieve that have
been set out wonderfully and comprehensively in the
Budget Reply from the Honourable Member, Mr. Burt.
To the extent that the Honourable Finance
Minister spoke to the job creation elements in the
closing pages of this Budget, that were similar to the
Honourable Member Mr. Burt's proposals, the Minister
of Finance can be joined in my proposal that he, too,
follows a set of fiscal planning that will keep us from
having to follow the road of the Cayman Islands.
I was interested to see, too, that we had competed very favourably with the Cayman Islands in our
performances, as was set out in the economic report. I
mean we cannot out-compete the Cayman Islands. (If
I can find it I will draw reference to it.) We cannot. So
there is the question of just not going full-scale into
this concept that was producing a great deal of talk in
our community about increasing immigration.
It is interesting. I recall that some 37 years
ago, as Lord Pitt projected where we should be on the
question of growth, income growth as well, and immigration, he projected that in the third-phase (and, of
course, he was speaking in 1977 and analysing the
three phases through which the country was going,
and was examining a social deterioration at the time) .
. . but he projected that Bermuda had moved from a
period of low immigration, low growth, low income, to
a phase 2 where we had high growth, high income
and high immigration. And he was projecting the period when international business was just beginning to
come on line in our country. And, of course, we would
have to have larger numbers of immigrant experts in
the country running financial services in our country.
But what he recognised . . . and I heard the
Honourable Member who speaks for Labour in this
House just gamely say let us have the high immigration. What was recognised . . . and someone must ask
the question on the other side of the House on the
Government benches, What is the reason why the
problems in our country, the problems of Bermuda
(said Lord Pitt), are connected with our relationship
with the outside world, and that racial tensions are
connected with the immigration policies of the day?
To be fair to do justice, Mr. Speaker, may I—
The Speaker: You are taking from Lord Pitt's Report?
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Yes sir.
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The Speaker: Mm-hmmm.
Hon. Michael J. Scott: He says on paragraph 1.11 of
this 1977 Report, “Bermuda's problems stem from
changes in the relation between Bermuda and the
outside world. The transition to which we refer has
three stages." (And He refers to them.) ". . . low
growth, low income, low immigration and relatively
isolated colonial society." That was from when we just
an agrarian society.
The second phase was, “. . . a high growth,
high income, high immigration society catering to an
international demand for tourist and business facilities,
in which racial divisions are being rapidly reduced but
racial tension is quite high.” And we must remember
he was speaking in the context of the riots that we had
as a result of the black young men who were refused
entry down at Shed number 6 or 1 during the Easter
parade.
And then the third phase is quite hard. He
says, Mr. Speaker, with your leave, “The move from
the first to the second stage has been the theme of
the last quarter century. The third stage, to which we
look forward, is one of low growth, high income, low
immigration, and a racially integrated society. To
maintain a high national income means remaining internationally competitive, which is never easy . . .” But
he says, “Since it may be characterized by many tensions and conflicts of interest, the management of this
phase of the transition will require skill as well as restraint.”
But why is it, Mr. Speaker (as the question I
began to ask), that we have in Bermuda, as an overseas territory, as our central problem (and I submit
that we still have today the reason for our problems)
has to do with our relationship to the outside world?
Why is it that the whole question of when a
Member of this House stands up and says that, you
know, we should just go down the road of immigration
liberalisation, and it produces these concerns and
worries? It is because of the things that Lord Pitt was
talking about. You start getting these debates in our
community about, Well, will white immigrants from
Europe or America—well largely Europe I think—take
our jobs? Will Filipino—we hear it now—immigrants
take our jobs to try and establish balance (because
there is a proposal for immigration from the Caribbean)? But, you know, that produces a predictable
response, not as intense as immigrants coming from
European countries.
It is for those reasons—it is not that the PLP is
knee-jerk rejecting their question of commercial immigration without cause. It has historically . . . and we
have not resolved the question of how we balance the
two races living together as economic partners and
economic equals yet in our country. I believe until we
do that we will not be able to entertain exercises or
policies that talk about taking us to higher immigration
without there being the most careful analysis of what
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would be the consequences. That was one of the controversies. So to have Members say that we can make
this immigration policy change because Minister Fahy
thinks it is going to be good for the economy . . . it
may be good for the economy; but it has also to be
good for the body politic and the body fabric as a
whole.
The Minister of Finance also said that we
have to live and embrace change and make it work
the best for us. You know, I was saying . . . he said we
must embrace change and make the best of it. It was
a bit of a throwing up of your hands, as I read it, because I think that the Minister of Finance recognises
the history to which I have just referred to, and these
realities that we have in this country about trying to
take Bermuda along the course of, say, the Cayman
Islands. And I do not wish for him to seek to try and
lead me on an experimental basis. I think we have to
make sure that this exercise about commercial immigration is thought through very carefully.
We cannot just say about these issues in
commercial immigration or these changes about privatisation and outsourcing, and as the new word that the
Minister of Finance is giving . . . the word has escaped
me . . . “mutualisation.” These are not fiscal plans or
new Government policies that we can just say, Embrace these changes, without more. I do not think that
that is the proper approach.
We have to do more than make the best of it.
And what was presented in the Shadow Minister's
speech was a complete alternative to the need to go
for these kinds of outsourcing and privatisation. It was
a commitment to whatever we do with our native Bermudian labour force, our young people who are qualifying at universities across the world and coming back
with expectations, that there be knowledge transfer
within the international business sector, if there be
opportunities created and not shrinkages of opportunities that can happen through privatisation or outsourcing. And so the blue halo, the green energy proposals,
the cannabis proposals for driving revenue, and online
gaming proposals for increasing revenue are all there.
They involve precious little of the international business community; they involve Bermudians across the
entire broad spectrum of the walks of life of our community.
I believe—indeed, I am convinced—this is
why the Reply to the Government's Budget has been
(in my reading of it, and in the reading of the general
public) so impressive and well-received because it
speaks to real, real solutions, ones that this country,
that this Honourable Member Mr. Burt certainly understands as a businessman and now as a politician, a
person who has been examining the scene now for a
number of years, and he has now made a tremendously articulate, relevant analysis of the problem and
posited real solutions.
I really do have to commend my colleague,
the Honourable Member, for the many hours he burnt
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the midnight oil on behalf of this country producing an
alternative budget for 2014. A time that I know will
have taxed the Honourable Minister of Finance in
bringing his Budget, and I have tried to characterise it
as a Budget that . . . if I had to make one observation I
think because . . . and the Honourable Member, Mr.
Burt, invited us all to do this because these are challenging times, because these are uniquely challenging, problematic times. He challenged all of us to
stand and speak to economic activity. He certainly did
that in his Budget Reply.
So in tourism, Mr. Speaker, I think we need to
focus more on that. We see that there was a good
report for the two large hotels, on bed occupancies in
the last quarter of 2013, because airlift was good. We
see that airlift fell off because of Air Canada stopping
airlift a couple of days out of the week. And I would
like to know why that happened, and how that happened, and could it have been avoided, because it
contributes 11 per cent to our airlift. The airlift numbers over this most recent period were encouraging
as indicated in the economic review.
But this is where the balance must be struck
so that the Minister of Finance, or any Minister of Finance of the day, will no longer be able to continue to
have to give the narrative that financial services is our
main stay. I mean, we have to get back to this mix. I
have heard it said over and over again that international business demands that we not continue to have
them as the sole provider. So the Shadow Minister for
Finance spoke to these realities of tourism having to
be really, really gotten behind [in support].
Cottage colonies were the lowest performers
in occupied bed nights. Well, there is an area for attention. There is an area for the Minister of Tourism to
be focused upon as opposed to—
[Timer beeping]
Hon. Michael J. Scott: Is that my time?
An Hon. Member: Yes.
Hon. Michael J. Scott:—for the Minister of Tourism to
be focused upon.
The Speaker: The Chair will now recognise the Honourable Minister of Community [Culture] and Sport,
Minister Wayne Scott.
Minister Scott, you have the floor.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, and I
will try to be brief because I know most things have
been said already.
But first of all, I would like to offer congratulations to the Shadow Minister of Finance for his delivery and presentation. I think that he did a very good
job with the marketing effort, which I would also like to
acknowledge. The Opposition does extraordinarily
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well, and we can learn from it. I think marketing is
something that we can actually roll up our sleeves and
do better. So we can certainly learn from the Member
on that. Wonderful job with regard to that.
I start to look through this Budget Reply, and if
we do not work together to meet these threats and
challenges, our people will suffer. But apparently it is
a vision that we failed at. It is interesting that we then
talk about (and I quote from page 3) that “we are
‘stuck in reverse.’” And then you go over a couple of
pages and we are stuck in neutral. We are all over the
place!
I really like the quote where the Member says
that we cannot just cherry-pick from the pieces that
support our argument . . . and actually I think that he
says “the ones that support the argument,” but talking
about the economic indicators. I think that that is
something that I want to hone in on a little bit because
you cannot get out of a hole that you dug by continuing to dig. That is the proverbial hole to China, where
if you keep digging you end up on the other side of the
world.
So I think that is one of the problems with
economics by marketing (if I could use that term), because it seems at times that that is kind of where we
are. And there is just one small variable that I think
gets missed with that, and that is reality; where we
actually are, what we are actually dealing with. And
that is something that I think that we really have to
keep in mind. And it is not about passing blame. We
are way past that. But we have to recognise if things
actually got worse over the last decade and not better.
If I can just refer to some headlines, Mr.
Speaker. We don't actually go there, just looking over
the Internet to just kind of see what the world is saying
about our whole Caribbean region that we get lumped
into with regard to what is going on in our economies:
The Economist headline: The Caribbean: Treasure
island in trouble, talking about a lot of the issues specifically with the British Dependencies have been hurt
by a lot of the economic stagnation and the debt issue. The Investors Chronicle: The Caribbean: a darkening debt storm. Financial Times Paradise lost—the
Caribbean is suffering from crippling Government
debt, and the like.
You know, it is so ironic that when we opened
th
up this session on Friday the 14 , on Valentine's Day,
where we got into that deplorable he said/she said
debate, our top economist had a headline in the Bermuda Sun (talking about Craig Simmons) about loving
the signs of economic recovery—we are headed in
the right direction. So I just see some inconsistencies
there, especially when you know we hear the rhetoric
that it is the wrong budget for the wrong time.
I would like to point out, as I just kind of leaf
through this real quickly, to where the Shadow talks
about what a PLP budget would look like. If we look
back at the last few budgets that were produced before our Finance Minister put this together, the budg-
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ets were not really reliable correlation between estimates and what was actually going on. The estimates
across the board were so fundamentally off. It was not
just a little overspend here and there, there were significant errors in estimations of revenue. And, of
course, we all know where expenses went.
I just have to ask, where is the credibility as
financial experts and economists? I look at a lot of the
priorities that we have to put things back on track, and
I look at a little of the inconsistencies where we look at
references here with energy, for instance, putting $5
million back in energy to greatly expand the solar rebate initiative. Great idea; but we do have to look at
this and see if we figure out whether or not this is
something that has worked well. But when you look at
the real data behind these things it ends up being,
what, a little over 12 per cent discount to the residents
to encourage green energy, which is great. But we
look at that in the backdrop where you have had
prices drop by 20 per cent to 30 per cent in the industry with regard to actually buying these products, and
the rebate is not really helping or going to where it
needs to go. So, you know—
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Well, if you . . . in any event.
So, again, I would question where is the real
expertise here.
I think a lot of these measures . . . and I quote
the Shadow Minister at the top of page 11, where he
says ". . . the above measures demonstrate the difference between the OBA and the PLP approach to
governance." If I could be so bold I would say the marketing approach sounds really good and puts out a lot
of information that may sound really good, but actually
gets contradicted later on. And we are looking at the
harsh reality of doing what we need to do. So, again, I
would put up the challenge if it is more than marketing
that we really need to work together and get this moving forward and let us all make sure that we are rowing
in the same direction.
There is a constant reference to, We just have
to grow revenue and if we just grow revenue everything will be fine. This is a fundamental myth, and I
would like to address that a bit. You know, this is not a
revenue only issue. Costs are out of control. If you
start to look at historical highest revenue years that we
have ever had, you net out the anomalies of some of
the significant natural disasters around 2010 and so,
we have around $950 million or so in revenue. That is
the maximum revenue we have ever had. Now in a
downed economy that we have, I think if we are expecting to have a significant amount of more revenue
immediately than we have ever had in our history of
Bermuda, that is actually a myth.
At that same time, we are spending $200 million-odd or so a year more than we are making. So
again, I think the “glide path” that the Member talked
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about to get our balanced budget in two years . . . it
really sounds very good. But it is the same language
as before. You cannot, as my colleague said earlier,
do things the same way and expect different results. It
just does not happen. I think that is something that certainly we have to keep in mind.
But, again, I will just move along quickly here. I
think that it was very interesting when I looked and I
highlighted this here on page 14 where it says, "Mr.
Speaker, what a difference 2 years makes." I think that
was in reference to privatisation and such. And I think
that, yes, what a difference a couple of years makes.
For the first time in a long time Bermuda has gotten a
chance to really look underneath the hood and see
what is going on. When you look at that and you look
at the reality of where we are, I think that, yes, what a
difference a couple of years make. But, again, where
we do disagree is fundamentally on the method.
I always smile when you start bringing up the
Civil Service and such. I have found that we have
some very good civil servants. And if you look at the
main gist of the SAGE Report, even around there, it is
not a fundamental issue with the Civil Service, per se,
it is lack of controls, accountability, performance management which is a leadership issue. Yes, we know
the Civil Service is supposed to be completely separate from Government, and is. However, I would point
out that the . . . you know where they say a fish rots
from the head? It is the importance that you put on
those key leadership parameters that really dictate
where it is that we go.
If you have the lack of the discipline at the top
you are going to have that lack of discipline that has
run off into the Civil Service as well. So I would stop
where the talk about the Civil Service being an issue.
It is a leadership issue and those are things that we
are recognising, and it is not something that is new.
We have dusted off many reports that actually show
that this stuff has been known for a while, but we
really have not acted upon it. I think is kind of the key
theme here: We are having to act on a lot of things
that have been known and that we knew we had to
do, but we didn't want to pull the plug because it did
not fit within the marketing plan. It did not sound good.
But that is the reality of where we are.
I was very impressed, actually, on page 16,
where I see that the Shadow Finance Minister said,
“the economic case is simple: payroll taxes depress
employment.” I cannot even comment any more on
that, I just have to have this smile because, again, that
is a nice marketing statement and it is something that .
. . it is a fact. It is a fact. It is an absolute fundamental
fact. And I applaud you for saying that. And for the life
of me I wish that your colleagues would have listened
if you were saying that a couple of years ago because
everybody was saying that. But, no, the marketing
budget showed a whole bunch of new revenue by increasing payroll taxes and calculating revenue on the
current one rate. Ehrnnt, fail—no, it does not work like
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that. I think, again, [it shows] the fundamental differences.
But you cannot really talk about both sides all
the time because . . . you know, online gaming, I must
say, his is something that boy, I would personally like
to see. I think there is a lot of revenue and stuff in
online gaming worldwide. But when we look at what
the fundamental makeup of our economy is, and especially with all of the money laundering issues happening around the world, and the pinch that is being put on
our core industry, we have to make sure that we dot all
our i's and cross all of our t's. And online gaming and I
guess the legalised marijuana trade in places like
Colorado now are, you know, a lot of big cash businesses that are (especially online gaming) rife with
questions around money laundering and the such.
So, again, it sounds really nice, but is that
really what we want? Do we want an economy that,
Okay, well, let us not really worry about the international business, we are going to do online gambling
and legalised marijuana, and the such, so you will just
be an economy that is . . . well, I do not even think I
want to go there—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: There is a fundamental difference between online gaming and regulated casino
gaming. And I think if anyone actually looked under the
hood, then that is something that I think would be
seen.
I think that, again, some great suggestions. I
have got to take my hat off. What the Great Recession
has taught us, the issues, you know, regulated interest
rates, and the such, and, you know, ensuring that the
economy does not overheat are functions that are typically exercised by some form of central bank. Well, in
Bermuda, Mr. Speaker, that is called Ministry of Finance, and that is called the Minister of Finance, with
regard to making sure that you keep a heated economy under check. And those sorts of things actually
enhance and speed up the slide downhill, and again,
punt. But it is our responsibility to fix now.
I just wonder where we would have been in
our Island if those things would have actually been
looked at in a timely manner. But I would hope that . . .
again, I go back to the initial statement, it is time for us
all to work together. Let us row in the right direction. As
a matter of fact, since my colleague, the Minister of
Finance, has done such a wonderful job putting together a Budget, you know, we need to do that and
maybe we could use some of your marketing and then
we will have a 100 per cent perfect strategy, because
that seems to be what we do best. And the contrast . .
. well, you see where that goes.
We talk again [about an] infrastructure plan,
like let us get this infrastructure plan going that was
started with the previous Government. I think that,
again, this is something that is left to us. We have a
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temporary bridge down at the Causeway that has been
there for over a decade. Yes, we have to start to look
at doing some things differently.
You know, when you start talking about immigration reform and the such, I mean, we really . . . you
know, you agree, you disagree, but then agree with
concerns. You just cannot have it both ways. You cannot change, Mr. Speaker, and only do things the same
way that we did it before. I think that there is talk about
that this Government seems to be falling into the trap
of the former Progressive Labour Party Government,
with basically a wait-and-see approach. We are not
waiting. If anything we are getting ourselves in trouble
because we are moving ahead and getting things done
and not communicating that effectively enough.
So, again, marketing—A+. We have to pick
that one up. I give credit where credit is due. But we
are not waiting. We are moving ahead. We are getting
on with getting on, as it says.
When I get to the end of this and we cannot
have any no-go areas—everything must be on the table. And that I quote from the bottom of page 26, ". . .
we cannot have any no-go areas, everything must be
on the table." But a page or two before it was kind of,
Okay, we cannot talk about the 60/40 rule, we cannot
talk about mutualisation, we cannot talk about . . .
What is it we can do?
Let us talk about this mutualisation, because I
actually started to, when this came up . . . I have some
familiarity with the term. But I did some research just to
really make sure that I kind of got it, because I know
what privatisation is, and such. Mutualisation is giving
someone real economic equity. You have an opportunity now to really be part owner of that company that
has a monopoly contract with Government, if you will.
And that is shown to have some extraordinary benefits
to the work ethic. It is shown to have extraordinarily
great benefits to people's economic equity, and the
such.
So these are things that we should look at and
let us explore it. Let us go out there and get the information—let us put the facts out there and arm people
with something that is a little bit off sometimes from
marketing, and that is called “the truth.” Let us really
put these things out there and let us see where we go
with that.
Again, I think one thing is that . . . and I will
move on to the Finance Minister’s Budget Statement.
But I will leave on this note from the Opposition's Reply. It says, and I quote, "This is now the OBA’s
Budget, this is now the OBA’s Economy, and this is
now the OBA’s [Economic] Plan." We kind of get
caught up here back and forth in the House, Mr.
Speaker, you know how it goes. At times, every now
and then, let us kind of look at what the experts are
saying. I looked, as my colleague over here mentioned, in last Saturday's Bermuda Sun. Our top
economist and college lecturer, Craig Simmons, is
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saying that “the 2014 Budget is arguably the best we
have seen this century.”
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: You did not hear me?
“The 2014 Budget is arguably the best we
have seen this century.”
I think that that is where we have to focus. And
it will take time to reverse this downward economic
budgetary trend we inherited, as the Finance Minister
started off stating. We actually have to put our effort to
growing the economy, not looking back because that is
counterproductive. And I get it, but it is about putting
perspective and framing reality versus marketing.
I think that as the Finance Minister points out,
and I will just read this, "Our aim is to grow the economy to get our people back to work. Our aim is to end,
once and for all, an era of carelessness that debilitated
the public purse and cast the pall of unemployment
over thousands of lives and the many more who depend on them."
Budgeting by marketing does not work and it
has damaged our people. Let us get on with it. You
cannot suck and blow at the same time. You cannot
have it both ways. It really does not work.
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posturing because if that was something you wanted
the public to know you would have put it right here in
Bermuda and then posted it out there. But, again, I
think you are seeing—
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, you are seeing one set of
conversations over here; another set of conversations
over here. We are not all rowing in the same direction.
You have somebody [an oar] going this way;
somebody with an oar playing samurai sword over
here, somebody swimming off the back like . . . come
on man. You know? Sick and tired of being sick and
tired.
Yes, somebody is sucking and somebody is
blowing. You are not getting anywhere!
Member, you’re still trying?
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I will leave that one. I will that
one.
The Speaker: Keep it parliamentary.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Keep it—
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: The Minister—
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Mr. Speaker, I digress again.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: —parliamentary.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I think we have the Minister
from Southampton, Mr. De Silva, trying it out over
there.
[Laughter]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: He is turning red, Mr. Speaker,
I think we need help!
[Laughter]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: I digress, I digress.
But, you know, Mr. Speaker, we are beginning
to move in the right direction, turning the tide with confidence.
I think that—
[Laughter and inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: The improvement in perception has a real impact. And this is where I would again
take time out to just remind some of my colleagues in
this House across the aisle that some of the damaging
comments that have been made in the international
media, in my opinion—in my opinion—for political posturing, does not serve Bermuda well. I say political

Hon. R. Wayne Scott: But, again, let me just point out
that you cannot continue to do things the same way
and expect to get a better outcome.
The two-track policy that has been talked
about from the beginning is reform and renewal, real
change, not the pomp and circumstance, but getting
on with it. And we do need to do a better job with the
marketing, and we are working on that.
Again, as I pointed out, it is not revenue
alone. When you start to look at the population growth
that we are talking about . . . look, economics, you can
explain real quickly when it comes down to the cost of
things. You either have more people or you charge
the people you have more. Period! You have more
people or you charge the people you have more. I
think that, you know, we recognise that, yes, we have
to protect Bermuda for Bermudians, but part of that
protecting is getting our economic activity going again.
We have to move that forward.
I go back to the Budget Reply, at the bottom
of page 23. I think I saw this thing meaning that there
are people currently who need to go. And I cringed,
because I heard a former Minister who used to say
those words as well, Well, if you don’t like it, you can
leave. Boy, I wish we could take that one back, be-
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cause I think we got what we asked for. And so we
are here because we asked to be here. And we have
to grow it. And that is the reality, because, again, population growth equals economic possibility. Right?
You have more people or you charge the people you
have more. It is that fundamental.
We also have to continue to build on our reputation as being above and beyond. Like, Bermuda, we
are better than this! We do not want to be just kind of
one of the crowd. You see the headlines that, you
know, talk about our Caribbean friend from the south,
what that looks like. That is not where we want to be,
but that is where we have been heading. I think that,
collectively, our focus needs to be on moving this stuff
out.
So, you know what? I commend the Finance
Minister for calling out the banks and BELCO. It
speaks to our direction, what we are doing, you know,
differently. This is not the UBP, guys, as you keep
trying to say, ironically, at the same time when you are
saying, Well, let’s forget about the last 14 years; we
are focusing on now. Well, if we go way back before
those 14 years began, that is where the UBP and stuff
was . . . so, look, that is done, man. This is the One
Bermuda Alliance, and we are a different group. We
have a different focus and there is no right way to do
the wrong thing. So if something needs to be called
out, something will be called out. Period!
We have brought up a bunch of new initiatives. There has been asset management, new legislation which is about growth. We have to look at options that we never before considered because we
have never before been in such a dire financial predicament. That is just our reality. So let’s not bury our
heads in the sand, let’s just kind of deal with it.
Again, I just want to talk about this mutualisation thing. If it is real economic equity that we are giving to our people, I am for that all day. Now, I think
that, rightfully so, the Minister did not put any of the
potential benefits, or not, in the Budget because it is
not there yet. Let’s have the conversations and figure
out what we need to do. And I tell you, if we can get
some projects going . . . we talk about these infrastructure projects. Yes, if we can get some things going or we can get some economic activity going and
we can put our Bermudians back to work and actually
have them own a piece of the pie, and start to do
things more efficiently and effectively, I am all for that.
I am all for that because, you know, when I look at the
area that I am responsible for and it is a wave, and it
is a wave that has been building for a while and will
continue to run for a while. So, you know, we actually
need to stay focused.
You know, this made me think about something, Mr. Speaker, when you are making progress
and you get all of these bombs thrown at you. I used
to have a plaque that for years I kept in my office. I
have got to find this thing because I do not throw anything away. I’ll keep things from—
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[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Yes. Yes. Absolutely.
But it said, when you are up to your, I guess,
backside, Mr. Speaker, in alligators, it is difficult to
remind yourself that your initial objective was to drain
the swamp.
[Inaudible interjections]
[Timer beeps]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: That’s me?
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: All right!
With that, Mr. Speaker, I just want to say to
my Finance Minister, Job well done! I think that he has
done a historic budget and—
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Hon. R. Wayne Scott: Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you.
The Chair now recognises the Honourable
Member from Southampton East, MP Zane De Silva.
You have the floor.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to start off tonight by
congratulating our Shadow Finance Minister for a
presentation well done. The Honourable Member who
just took his seat said that he reckoned that that was
the best Budget he has seen produced by his Finance
Minister in the last (I don’t know) umpteen years. But I
would certainly say that the presentation by the Honourable Member, Mr. Burt, was certainly one that will
live with me for a long time—on point, had all of his t’s
crossed and i’s dotted.
Before I get into the Budget, Mr. Speaker, I
think the Attorney General who, unfortunately, is not
here . . . maybe he is out in the back listening, and he
will come back; he might have a comment. But I think
the Attorney General certainly owes the Shadow Minister, Mr. Burt, a most humble apology because he
stated that our [Shadow] Finance Minister needs to
get his facts straight with regard to the amount of
money that online gaming produced in Gibraltar.
He mentioned the sum of $15 million and, you
know, he likes to talk about fairy tales and tooth fairies, and Santa Clause, and all this stuff, Mr. Speaker.
You know, if you are going to talk this kind of talk and
make those kinds of comments about something that
was put, whether it was the Shadow Minister or actually the Finance Minister’s speech, Mr. Speaker, for
God’s sake, get your facts straight.
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To make an insulting comment, like his figure
of $80 million which online gaming produced in taxes
for the people of Gibraltar, was wrong, by some $65
million, Mr. Speaker, he . . . I hope he is out the back
googling it and getting his facts straight, because, Mr.
Speaker (I will table it. I will not go through all of it because I do not want to waste all my time), the actual
number of tax dollars derived from online banking [sic]
in Gibraltar, last year, was $79.9 million.
Okay. The Shadow Minister was wrong. He
rounded it off to $80 [million]. It is $79.9 million, Mr.
Speaker. So if you are going to criticise the Opposition, and if you want to be the Attorney General of this
country, come on, get your facts straight. Get them
straight! You are the Attorney General! Come on!
Come on!
And I heard the word “Mickey Mouse” earlier.
That is Mickey Mouse, Mr. Speaker.
[Crosstalk]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, I am going to
talk about some of the things the Government benches spoke about today. But before I do, I want to state
for the record, and I want the Government to really
listen . . . I will make a statement that probably, when I
start off, they will say, What the heck is he talking
about? Mr. Speaker, let me state for the record, because it has been said on that side many times in the
past several weeks, in particular, that the Progressive
Labour Party would do anything to win back power, to
the detriment of the country, to the detriment of the
people. Mr. Speaker, I will say it, and I do not think I
will get in any argument from any Member on this side
of the House. I will be happy to stay in Opposition for
the next . . . until I die, Mr. Speaker. As long as I am in
this House, as long as I am on this Island, I will be
happy to stay in Opposition, if all our people were
working and our Island was flourishing with visitors,
with international business people that could contribute, continue to contribute to this Island, Mr. Speaker.
So let me state for the record, do not let anybody believe when the Government says that this Opposition, Progressive Labour Party would do anything
to win back Government. Untrue. If they get their act
together, and if they can get our people back to work,
Mr. Speaker, and they can get this Island flourishing, I
will stay here in Opposition until I’m done. So let’s . . .
let’s . . . and I am sure that not one Member on this
side would disagree with that statement.
I wanted to make that clear. Make that clear,
Mr. Speaker.
Now, of course, Mr. Speaker, I know that in
the next election we will be back over on that side. I
will bet [my] bottom dollar on that one. I can guarantee
that one. And you know I like to gamble, Mr. Speaker.
Everybody knows that.
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Minister Gibbons, Grant Gibbons, Dr. Gibbons, several hours ago
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made his presentation, and he was bragging that they
(the Government) are going to pay down $120 million
in debt this year. That is what we are going to do. Mr.
Speaker, if we were in Government, we would pay it
down too. It is due this year. It is no big thing, Mr.
Speaker.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: They carried forward our,
you know, the debt, the money that we borrowed and
it had to be paid back on those days. No big deal, Mr.
Speaker, we would have paid that back. So, you
know, that is no big accomplishment.
But, Mr. Speaker, what did get my attention
from that Honourable Member was when he said, The
debt left by the prior Government, because the Government likes to say that. Many of them have said it
today. I am sure many of them will say it over the next
two weeks. The debt left by the prior Government.
The Honourable Dr. Gibbons also said that in
1998 there were plenty of dollars to go around. We
had a balanced budget. He then went on to say [that]
they inherited a very difficult situation. Now, Mr.
Speaker, let’s talk about that for a minute, because
one thing the Government will not do, which I have
done many times and I will do again tonight . . . and I
am going to run by some things. These are some of
the things . . . we had a debt when they won the Government. They increased it by a billion dollars within
the first few months, Mr. Speaker. But that is another
topic on another day.
But, Mr. Speaker, let us talk about this debt
that they inherited. Let us talk about the very difficult
situation they inherited, Mr. Speaker. During our spell
in Government, we spent $143 million on schools, $28
million on health sector facilities, $24 million at Sylvia
Richardson [Care Facility], $80 million at the airport in
foreshore [protection], $31 million at National Stadium,
$127 million at recycling plant, building upgrades,
Pembroke Marsh and Tynes Bay, $80 million on
Dame Lois Browne-Evans building. Mr. Speaker, that
is a quick $513 million. That is where some of the
money went.
Also, and let’s throw this number out there,
Mr. Speaker. In the last 10 years, prior to the OBA
winning Government, the Progressive Labour Party
spent $2.3 billion (10 years prior) on social programmes, scholarships, grants, and the like—$2.3
billion, Mr. Speaker—along with the $513 million for
the projects that I just outlined. And, Mr. Speaker, I
am not talking about the cost of the renovations in
Port Royal Golf Course, which hosts the Grand Slam,
seen by tens of millions of people around the world for
the last several years.
Our seniors received a pension increase, Mr.
Speaker—13 out of 14 years of a Progressive Labour
Party Government, averaging at least 5 per cent increase per year. We have not had one under the OBA
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Government yet. Not yet. Sounds like we are going
back pre-1998, doesn’t it? Mr. Speaker, we spent
$100 million in health care subsidy at the hospital for
the last two years, over $100 million. And the OBA
soon learned, because they went over their budget
too in hospital subsidy. They gave me hell for it, Mr.
Speaker, when I came back to this House for
supplementaries for the hospital subsidies. Gave me
hell. But here they are in their first year, Mr. Speaker,
they are over by $10 million (I believe the number is).
They will learn. They will learn. They will learn what
Government is really about, Mr. Speaker.
Mind you, may I add, they have not been back
to this House with a supplementary request yet, for
going over budget. I think the Honourable Member
Terry Lister touched on that earlier today. And I
caught hell for that too!

caused the worldwide financial crisis, which happened
in 2008. That is what they would have you believe.
And I will tell you what, Mr. Speaker, had that
financial crisis not hit the world (which we were included in) I have a feeling that those Members on this
side would still be over [on] that side and we would
not be having all of these conversations. We would
continue with our social programmes. We would continue with FutureCare. We would continue to look after
our seniors. We would continue to give scholarships
to our children. Hotels would have been built. All of
that, Mr. Speaker, would not have stopped.
But you know what? Bermuda was under the
Progressive Labour Party Government. I guess we
ruled the world too because Greece almost went under, Portugal almost went under, Iceland almost went
under, Ireland went under, Spain went under—

[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjection]

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes! Caught hell from
them, Mr. Speaker, when I was the Minister.
But
they
have
not
brought
any
supplementaries here yet—14 months! Where are
their supplementaries? I think it was $45 million they
were over budget—$45 million! And they have not
come back to this House yet for a supplementary?
Mr. Speaker, prior to 1998, we did not have
FutureCare. We did not have day care. You remember the Transport Control Department [TCD]? I said it
a few months back, Mr. Speaker, you used to go pick
a number and go to town and get some shoes, come
back, and you still were in time because your number
wasn’t up. Now you go down there and it goes like
clockwork. Beautiful facility. The hardworking staff
down at TCD now have a great place to work. Nice to
show up at work in comfortable surroundings, Mr.
Speaker.
Now, Mr. Speaker, have we forgot that prior to
1998 buses did not have air conditioners? Buses did
not have air conditioners prior to 1998—but they do
now. We did not have fast ferries—but we do now.
Our children used to pay for public transportation—
they do not now. You see, all these things . . . and the
Honourable Member Dr. Gibbons said, the debt we
left. Almost all of them to a person have talked about
the bad state we left this country in, Mr. Speaker. The
bad state we left the country in.
Let’s be real! Anybody . . . I challenge anyone
in Bermuda, if they owned a business between 1998
and 2008, I challenge them to show me where they
lost money. Any business! Selling peanuts, cars, insurance, construction, landscaping, asbestos abatement, trucking, Mr. Speaker, anyone, anyone that had
a business during that period made money. I challenge anybody to show me that they did not, under a
Progressive Labour Party Government. But of course
the Government would have you believe that PLP

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The US.
Now, Mr. Speaker, you see, they would have
you believe that the Progressive Labour Party caused
the worldwide economic situation that they are facing.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, whenever I
hear the Government talk about the mess, under the
hood, all of that stuff about what we left . . . now, we
have said already, many times, that we have made
some mistakes as Government. Let’s not . . . we
made a few boo-boos, Mr. Speaker. Yes, we made a
few.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And, the Honourable
Member, Mr. Sylvan [Richards], said, More than a few.
Yes, sure. Okay. But I will tell you what. Look at that
list that I just read out to you, Mr. Speaker, and let us
talk about the good. Let’s put it on the scale. Let’s put
it on the scale, Mr. Speaker. And that Honourable
Member, Mr. Richards, talked about we made more
than a few. Mr. Speaker, we were in Government for
14 years. They have made almost as many in 14
months as we did in 14 years!
An Hon. Member: Yes!
[Desk thumping and crosstalk]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: So do not talk to me about
mistakes, Mr. Speaker. Because, you know what? We
do not claim to wear angel suits around here.
[Inaudible interjections]
[Gavel]
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Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: We do not claim to be the
financial gurus of the world.
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But I will tell you what, the tens of hundreds of millions
of dollars that I ran down very quickly, that, to me, is
good debt. It is good debt, Mr. Speaker.

[Inaudible interjection]
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I say it; that we made mistakes. But I will tell you what. Mr. Speaker, remember
the old adage, “One generation plants the trees and
another gets the shade.”
Mr. Speaker, when you talk about this debt
and you talk about this bad mess that we left us in . . .
I bought a house. Then I took every dime I had from
working day and night, five jobs at a time, took every
dime I had, went down and bought my first house. Mr.
Speaker, when I got the printout of my 15-year amortised mortgage, and I looked at the interest number,
oh, Mr. Speaker, I said . . . I tossed it aside, and I
said, No, it can’t be! I can’t be paying that much money. I can’t be paying that much money for this mortgage.
The house was $166[,000]. The mortgage
money, after the end of the 15 years was about
$350[,000]. But, you know what, Mr. Speaker? I
looked at it and I said, You know what? It is what it is.
It is either do this, or I am going to pay rent for the rest
of my life. And I had already jumped off the bridge, Mr.
Speaker, and I did not have a bungee cord.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And you know what, Mr.
Speaker?
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, the Honourable
Member—
[Gavel]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member
over there says, It strangles us.
But you know what? Sometimes things happen in life. No one knew 2008 was going to come and
hit us like it did. And you have some of the smartest
people in the world. I’ll tell you what, Mr. Speaker. If
that is so bad, and they are painting the picture so
bad, what happened to the Bank of Butterfield? Who
are the brains up there? Who had to bail them out, Mr.
Speaker?
[Inaudible interjections]

[Laughter]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay? So, Mr. Speaker—
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: So, you know, Mr. Speaker, it was when I hit the bottom that it was sink or
swim. That was all it was. It was sink or swim, Mr.
Speaker, and I swam. Mr. Speaker, I have said it
many times before in this House, that taught me a
little bit about debt.
Mr. Speaker, you will know that I have been
very blessed in my life. I have a business. The business has been successful. I have done some other
things and have been pretty successful too. But I will
tell you one thing, I am not afraid of debt, Mr. Speaker. I am not! There is good debt and there is bad debt.
I figure that if I am going to borrow some money and I
am going to buy a house, or I am going to borrow
some money and I am going to start a business, and I
borrow millions of dollars—and I have done it [and]
sometimes it gets a little scary—but you know what,
Mr. Speaker? My vision [was] for the long term, I said,
I’ll be okay if I could just work and hustle to save and
sacrifice and tuck away and become efficient, become
very effective at what I do. I am not afraid of debt.
But, Mr. Speaker, now if you are talking about,
I’m making $500.00 a week. I’m renting a place. I’m
catching the bus. But I have a credit card and I’m going to town and I am charging $1,000, $2,000 worth of
clothes a week. Now that is bad debt. Okay, Mr.
Speaker? That is bad debt. That is bad debt! The debt
that we have today . . . we made some mistakes, we
make no apologies for those any more, Mr. Speaker.

[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: And XL is another good
example. Those XL shares got up to $68.00 a share,
Mr. Speaker. In 2009, you know what they dropped
to? [They dropped to] $1.02.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I bought some too. You bet
your booties I did buy some. Because you know why,
Mr. Speaker? They made some decisions, not so
good decisions, they made some mistakes.
But see, Mr. Speaker, sometimes we get
caught up. And a lot of people around the world . . .
that is why we cannot get any developers. And, look,
the Government is finding out now and, of course, you
know, they have made a couple of statements, We’re
going to get our shovel in the ground this year. We’ll
get a shovel. We made those statements too. And
certainly, Mr. Speaker, you might have even been
around the table when some of those investors came
to Bermuda. And they said, Look. This is what we are
going to do. This is what we got to do. We have got
the finances and everything. Okay. Sign over the
lease and let’s go. Let’s get our people to work! What
happened? What happened? They got stuck because
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The Speaker: Honourable Member, yes.

the PLP caused the worldwide financial crises? No,
sir! Not us.
You talk to any developer today, especially
my Honourable Member, the learned Member, Mr.
Crockwell, Tourism Minister. He has talked to a few of
them. And he has not talked to a few others and I am
not happy about that. We will to that sometime next
week. But what I am saying to you, Mr. Speaker, is
this: Developers worldwide are all trying to get out of
this jam that they are in. We all know the story about
Carl Bazarian down at the East End, Mr. Speaker.
How much do you think he spent?

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: The Honourable
Member is perhaps inadvertently misleading the
House. What the Honourable Member Wayne Scott
indicated was that according to Craig Simmons, and
he was reading from the newspaper article, according
to Craig Simmons, the economist, those were his
comments. That was not—

[Inaudible interjection]

The Speaker: All right. Thank you.

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: That’s right. The Honourable Member on the other side said, A couple of million.
You are right. He did spend a couple of million.
But you know what, Mr. Speaker? He had no
control over the worldwide events.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I know my time is running
along. I wanted to talk about a couple of things with
regard to the Budget that was presented by the Finance Minister. I think it has been well documented,
but a couple of things I have to—even though some
Members on this side have touched on it. Mr. Speaker, on page 4—sorry, Mr. Speaker, let me just get to it.
On page 2, “CONFIDENCE—TURNING THE
CORNER” is the headline by the Finance Minister.
And he has a little chart on Figure 1, called
“BERMUDA UNEMPLOYED.” There is a little chart
there that says, 2012, 3305 (and this is the unemployed) [in] 2013, 2569—a decrease of 736.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member
also tabled last week the National Economic Report of
Bermuda 2013. I would ask you to look at that document and look at page 7, under Employment. Now this
is the same Minister that produced the Budget, and on
page 7 it states, very clearly, “2013 marks the fifth
year that the number of jobs in the economy has declined which corresponds with the reduction in the
level of GDP or economic growth in the economy.”
And this states, Mr. Speaker, the number of jobs in
Bermuda decreased by 921.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member,
Wayne Scott, said that this is the best Budget that he
thinks Bermuda has ever seen produced by the Finance Minister.

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —the Honourable
Member Smith’s comment.

[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: No, No. That was the Honourable Member, Mr. Wayne Scott, just said that before he sat down. Best Budget he has ever seen!

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: I think it was inadvertent.
The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I
will take that. That is cool.
But the fact remains, and this is not any miscommunication here whatsoever. This report states
that we lost, Bermuda lost, 921 jobs in 2013. The Finance Minister states that we lost 736. The Finance
Minister tabled both of these reports, last week Friday,
so which one is right?
This report, Mr. Speaker, says “Ministry of Finance” on it. Now, I would think Ministry of Finance
comes under the Finance Minister. I would think so.
Now, the Budget Statement is also by the
Minister of Finance. So, Mr. Speaker, will the real . . .
what did the Attorney General call it, “the brains in the
room” . . . Will the real brains in the room stand up?
Now, Mr. Burt, hold it there. Just keep it . . . hold it
tight.
So, Mr. Speaker, that is not the only bit of information that is incorrect. I do not want to say “misleading.” I am not really sure at all.
Mr. Speaker, on page 3, of the Minister’s
Budget, and I will read, it says, “We have reduced the
risk of mismanagement of public finances.” What exactly does that mean, if you go $45 million over budget last year? What does that mean? “We have reduced the risk of mismanagement.” Is he saying that if
they . . . it would have been twice that, three times
that? What does that mean?
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]

Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Point of order, Mr.
Speaker.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker—

Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Mr. Speaker, we have
heard many conversations. We have heard many
comments about the tax concessions with the hotels,
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restaurants, and retail sectors. You know what it is
time we might want to give some consideration to? It
is the construction industry.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Not I.
I said, if you are going to offer some concessions, Mr. Speaker, why are they left out? The construction sector, to me, is a very important one.
Mr. Speaker, we have heard about jobs, jobs,
jobs and more jobs. I have heard that before the election and I have heard it since the election.
A lot of attention seems to be towards the
East End of the Island. We have had three Bermudians up at Morgan’s Point looking for assistance for the
past several years. I know that the Minister of Tourism
is certainly pushing St. George’s, and maybe others
too. Has he (and he will speak in a moment, the Honourable Member), but has the Honourable Minister of
Tourism sat down with the principals on site? Has he
been to the site? Has he been to the MPs in the area
and said, Look. These guys want to be collaborative.
They want to work together. Have they gone to the
MPs?
Now, Mr. Speaker, I think you might be closer
to that area too.
The Speaker: That is my area.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Yes, sir! I know it is my
area too because you are my MP, you know.
The Speaker: Absolutely.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: You know that. You know I
am up there all day now. Yes, sir.
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not as smart as these dudes. But you see, Mr. Speaker, what I say is, What would it take to get a shovel in
the ground? And you know what? They might find the
answer is, We need $18 million. We need $20 [million]. We need $30 [million]. We need $40 [million].
Guess what, Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: One minute.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: I got you, Mr. Speaker. I
got the clock. Got it covered. I know I got two minutes
left.
The Speaker: One.
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Okay.
But, Mr. Speaker, what I am saying to you is
this. If the Government has to hold hands with a potential developer to put our people to work, if it is $10
[million], $15 [million], $20 million, let us do it. Because, you know what? If we do not do it that way,
you will pay it in financial assistance. The Government
found out last year what happens. They went over
budget again there too. I think it was $8 [million], $9
million.
See, Mr. Speaker, this is what you have to do
as a Government. You can sit as Opposition and
make all the noise. You can make all the noise about
cut this and do that and do that, but if you are caring,
you have got to take care of people, Mr. Speaker. Financial Assistance. You have got to take care of subsidies. You have to take care of them at the hospital.
You have got to take care of them, Mr. Speaker, you
have to do it.
Now, I know my time is running short. I want
to touch on one more thing—gambling.
[Inaudible interjections]

The Speaker: Yes, I know that.
[Timer beeps]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Oh, yes. Just remember
that when I get out of hand, Mr. Speaker. Do not kick
me out. I won’t vote for you next time around, you
know.

The Speaker: That is it. That is it, Honourable Member.
[Gavel]

[Laughter]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: But, Mr. Speaker, getting
back on to Morgan’s Point, really, have we set down
and talked to these guys?
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: You have? The Honourable Member . . . you will get a chance.
But, you know, have we had the conversation? Look. What do you guys need to put a shovel in
the ground? See? Because I ask those simple questions, Mr. Speaker. I am not a learned Member. I am

The Speaker: The Chair now recognises the Honourable Minister for Public Works, Minister Patricia Gordon-Pamplin.
You have the floor.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member is asking whether in the spirit of collaboration if he can have
my 30 minutes. And I would have been happy to, had
he listened to the instructions of his Shadow Finance
Minister who said, We are trying to look prospectively
and we are not going to be concentrating on retroac-
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tive work. And we just had a 30-minute presentation
on everything that has happened over the last 14
years. So because he was a naughty boy, he cannot
have my 30 minutes.
[Laughter]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: But with that said,
Mr. Speaker, I believe that it stands—
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: That sounds pretty personal.
To me, the pleasure is mine at this moment,
Mr. Speaker, to give my unreserved praise to the Finance Minister. The Finance Minister, under some
very difficult circumstances, has had to come up with
a Budget that we have had to put the brakes on, not
just the public purse, but with the attitudes that went
into the expenditure for the public purse.
It is not an easy thing for us, Mr. Speaker, to
come and say, We want to cut expenditure. We want
to hold the brake. We would not want to have to do
that. If the attitudes and the value for money were as it
ought to have been, then the draconian types of cuts
that were necessary would perhaps not have been so
painful. But, Mr. Speaker, until we change attitudes,
we have to be able to allow the accountants responsible for each of the ministries, that would be the accounting officers, which would be the Permanent Secretaries, to understand what it means to have a budget within which you have to work and to know that you
can stretch your dollars in accordance with what this
Honourable House has authorised in expenditure in
the last budget session. That is where we hope to get
to.
Mr. Speaker, it is tremendously disturbing
when you see some of the attitudes that come in.
Where somebody would say, you know, I have a problem because we didn’t have any overtime the whole of
last year. We had to work without overtime. Well, Mr.
Speaker, I think that with the difficulties that we have
in the economy and within the workforce, I believe that
if everybody is to share this burden, it is not unreasonable to say that I am going to make sure two people have a job at straight time rather than the one person at double time. I think that is better for everybody
to get some, as opposed to one or two to getting all
and the others getting nothing.
As the Honourable Member that just took his
seat just alluded to, anybody who does not have
money, it is going to cost us in another way. If they do
not have money to feed themselves or to feed their
families they will have no option other than to go to
Financial Assistance. And what we are trying to do,
Mr. Speaker, is to make sure that the attitude of entitlement is kept in check. And I believe that we have
seen an awful lot of that.

Official Hansard Report

Mr. Speaker, we heard the comment a little
earlier about . . . or refuting the comment that former
Government was anti-business. And I think it is important to point out . . . and I will not do a lot of this in
my presentation because, as the Honourable Shadow
Finance Minister indicated, it is a futile effort to talk
about all of that which happened. But I think that
sometimes it is important to understand that you have
got to set the stage with what happened so that we
know how not to repeat some of the mistakes of the
past.
One of those was the idea of going from
14 per cent to 16 per cent on payroll tax without the
necessary consultation. And that caused quite a lot of
drain from our economy, Mr. Speaker, because we
had companies at that point in time who then decided
that they did not have confidence in the manner in
which things were being run, and as a result they
chose to relocate rather than to be subjected to that
level of additional taxation without necessary consultation.
So we have to be able to understand that it is
important to curtail expenses; we have to [do] that as
we look at the money that is available. We still do not
have a balanced budget. We are still operating at a
deficit. But it is less of a deficit at $331 million last
year, and we are anticipating $267 [million] this current financial year, we are $70 million better off. Now,
to listen to the Honourable Shadow Finance Minister,
who indicated on page 9, 10 and perhaps 11 of his
[Reply], that instead of saving $70 million, he probably
would only have saved $40 million and spent $30 [million] (or the other way around, he would have spent
$40 million of the $70 million). He would have saved
$[30million] only. And he would have spent, according
to the Honourable Member, on page 9 and 10 of the
[Reply to the] Budget, on Education an extra $5 [million]; Tourism Authority, $5 [million]; Training, Scholarships and Workforce Development, $4.3 [million]; EGovernment, $2 [million]; Bermuda College, $2 [million]; Police Service, $2 [million]; Community Development Grants, $1.5 [million]; Child and Family Services, $1.2 [million]; Youth, Sport and Recreation, $1
million; and Customs, $1 million.
These are the Current Account Expenditure
items that the Honourable Member said he would
have spent more on, and therefore, we would not
have had as much a savings between the $331 [million], and the $267 [million]. We would have been
maybe around $300 million of expenditure. That is
what the Honourable Member said.
And what I found very interesting was when
the Honourable Member got to page 20—
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.

Bermuda House of Assembly

Official Hansard Report

28 February 2014

POINT OF ORDER
Mr. E. David Burt: I did not say that we would have a
$300 million deficit in the first year. The deficit figures
are clearly listed on the last page of what is in the
Budget.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you. Thank you, Honourable Member.
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: What I said was
that we were anticipating a $267 million deficit in this
year. So, if the Honourable Member were to spend an
additional $30 million that he has just alluded to, in
Current Account Expenditure, that $267 [million]
would be closer to $300 million. That was what I was
saying. Not what he said; it was what the math proves
out to be.
But what I found interesting is when the Honourable Member got to page 20, and we have heard it
a couple of times from a couple Members on that side,
indicating that the OBA is content to have the seniors
wait longer now than two years to have an adjustment
in their pensions. The last increase for seniors was in
August of 2011, which was 30 months ago.
What I find very interesting about that comment is that, you know, it is almost as though you start
to believe your own rhetoric that you have to come
with, you know, what you think, This is the soft spot.
Let me approach what our seniors need. Let me hit
that soft spot in them to show them that we are sensitive. But if that were the case, would we not have
seen in that $30 million that I just read out some kind
of allocation that would have gone to those seniors’
pensions? It is not there.
So what we are doing is to say that it is very
easy to have a very nebulous amount to pick out of
the hat and to say that we are going to spend this extra $30 million because we believe that that is the appropriate thing to do. And, you know, I wish that we
had that kind of extra money, Mr. Speaker. But until
we start to pull the reins in and put the brakes on, we
are going to find ourselves continuing down the slippery slope of deficits. And I think that is a very dangerous financial premise to assume that we can sustain that. At some point in time, we will understand as
a country that we have to be able to sustain our
standard of living. We have to sustain it.
And then the Honourable [Shadow] Finance
Minister went on to speak to the issue of infrastructure
improvements. And he would spend another $6 million
on that, and $3 million on school facilities, and $4 million on green government. Now what is very interesting is that if out of all the expenditure that the Honourable Member who just took his seat, the $531 million
of Capital Expenditure, that the Honourable Member
just alluded to, we had effective use of that money,
you can be assured that although $531 million may
have been expended, Mr. Speaker . . . and I think he
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may have actually misspoke because the Honourable
Member said he spent $80 million on the DLBE building [Dame Lois Browne-Evans] and that was, in fact,
the initial cost, that building ultimately ending up costing, I believe the number was $96 million. So he was
$16 million short.
But all I am suggesting, Mr. Speaker, is that if
we had good, effective use of the money that was expended on the capital projects over the same period
of time to which the Honourable Member referred,
there would have been an awful lot more money left in
the kitty. And we seem to fail to get that message
through.
It is okay to say that you have spent this
amount of money, but, Mr. Speaker, what you want to
understand is, what value did we get for the money
that we expended? It is okay to say, I spent, you know
. . . I could say I saved $5 million last year because I
did not buy that $5 million house. Well, I did not have
$5 million to spend. I was not going to buy the house.
No, I did not save for it. The fact is, the money was
not there. So if you are spending $126 million and
counting on Berkeley Institute when the initial estimates for that particular school was that it was going
to cost us $70 million (or in that general vicinity) then
that is another $30 million, $40 million, $50 million that
we have expended that would have been left in the
kitty.
And that is the point that it is important to
make and to allow the Opposition to understand. That
while they were driving the bus, the level of expenditure . . . yes, it was there. But what value did we get
for the money that was spent? And know that if we
had some of the money that had been overspent on
some of these Capital Expenditures, as has been legend, we have heard about it . . . there would have
been money, the $6 million that would have been left
in the kitty, so that when we have these recent rain
storms we would have been able to respond.
Now, fortunately, because of insurance policies, some of that expenditure that is going to be required for repairs will be covered by insurance. But
with that said, I think it is important that people understand that you can only have money if you manage it
well. There is no point in having a ton of money coming in and then you spend it out without concern for
the consequences. And then find that you have none
left over, and we are scraping and struggling to try to
continue to make ends meet. And that is the challenge
that we have.
We have heard criticism about the idea of mutualisation. You know, Mr. Speaker, what I find interesting is that we have . . . and most of us do, because
it is the way we have been taught. Our parents taught
us that you go to school, you learn your lessons, you
graduate, you go to college, you get a degree, you
come back, and whether you decide to do something
that is more technical, as opposed to academic, you
come back, you get a job, you go to work, you go to
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work on Monday, you knock-off Friday afternoon, you
get a paycheque and you pay your bills on Saturday
or Sunday, and next week you repeat the cycle again.
And you have a perpetuating system in which you
work for your salary.
But what a novel idea! I think it is nothing
more than fear, Mr. Speaker, to step out on faith.
What a novel idea to step out on faith and say, As opposed to going to work on Monday morning, and then
putting my hand out on Friday for my boss to pay me,
and I am operating under the vagaries of his attitudes
and how he feels, he may come in next week Monday
and decide he doesn’t need me. But how much better
would it be if I actually owned that company and contracted my services to the Government under its system of mutualisation?
Would that not be . . . It may be frightening
because now, as opposed to just being the user, and
you know, the giver of services, now you have become a part of a managerial mindset. And you start to
look at your responsibilities to say not only am I going
to work every day, but at the end of it, I am responsible for everything that is going on here. And I understand, with the idea that it may never have happened
before to somebody, it might be a frightening thought.
To think that you have got to get out there and figure
out how do you make a business work.
But, with the assistance, with the mutualisation of financial assistance, with one becoming the
owner, you now become an entrepreneur as opposed
to an employee. And I think that if we can have a
mindset that allows people to understand and believe
that they can actually make a difference to their futures based on their own control of what happens
within their company . . . it is new concept, but trust
me, Mr. Speaker, they will start to understand that
privatisation or mutualisation in that aspect, that it is
really a good thing.
It is new, yes. It is frightening, yes. But it is not
unattainable. And I think that this is where we have to
strive to go.
Mr. Speaker, I want to speak to the idea of the
situation of infrastructure. One will know that maybe
two weeks ago I was asked the question as to how
many government buildings were vacant (and I think it
was just to set a benchmark) and when were they vacant. And I could tell you, Mr. Speaker, that I was absolutely mortified, mortified, when I got the information
in order to respond to the Parliamentary Question.
The reason it mortified me [was] because we
have so many properties that have sat out there that
have been in a serious state of disrepair. So while,
you know, if there was money in the kitty we would be
able to bring some of these buildings back on line. We
had one which, you know, I made the comment that
we had one which unfortunately suffered a fire and but
for the fire, we would have no money to be able to
remediate that building. That is shame!
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Our structural plan, our plan for the infrastructure, should have been such that we do not allow these buildings to get to that state of disrepair. I can’t tell
you how many buildings are not just vacant at the
moment, but they are uninhabitable. Many of them are
ready for just the wrecking ball. Some of them are in
such sad state that the only thing that we are going to
end up having to do with them (I would think) is to look
at an overall estate plan, determine what properties
might be superfluous to government’s needs, and to
see whether we could put some of those out to tender
to get them off the books because we do not have the
money to fix them up.
Now, nobody wants to think that they are in
charge of a system that creates a fire sale for government assets. That is not a good thing. But, if you
do not have any money to fix it up, and you know that
you can, maybe not necessarily sell it by tender, but
you might be able to put it out on lease, to say to
somebody, We’ll let you have the building for next to
nothing, and you’ll be able to come in and you fix it up,
and then you have use for maybe 21 years or something like that, that way the building is able to be remediated. Government will at the end of it get back an
asset, and the person who is occupying the building
for that period of time has the benefit of a house or a
property, whether commercial or residential, that
would have been able to put their effort, energy and
money into in order to make it habitable for that period
of time. And that becomes a win-win situation.
The Honourable Member is just reminding me
that that is perhaps what could be done with Springfield. And that was what was intended for Springfield.
And what exactly happened [was] that government
had that property, as you will know, Mr. Speaker, and
it was on lease for virtually nothing, but government
was encumbered with conditions of a lease in which
the terms and conditions of repairing that property had
to be . . . they were specific. Ultimately, it ended up
being so expensive that there was no money available
in order to do it. The government had paid $150,000
to get out of the lease and just walked away from the
property.
These are the sorts of things that ought not to
have happened because prior to that there was already, I think, just around a half a million dollars, just
under a half a million, that had been expended on the
property while the government had it in occupation.
So I think that these are the kinds of things . .
. we have to have a proper infrastructure plan. And
that is something that did not happen because there
was a concentration on saying, Okay, we don’t have
any money to fix this up, but we are going to take
some money and we are going to build Grand Atlantic
and we are going to take some money and we are
going to build Loughlands, and we are going to take
some money and we are going to build other locations. And what happens is that you spend the money
that is available to build new and now we have so
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much housing stock. We are probably one of the only
countries in the world that has as abundance of housing, or one of the few that has an abundance of housing.
We spent tons of money, have not been able
to sell any of the properties that we hoped to sell, and
they are sitting there when some of that money could
have gone to remediate some of the properties that
existed. That would have been forward thinking. That
would have been all encompassing. That would have
been a good use of money, but it did not happen.
Mr. Speaker, I am concerned about these
standards of our infrastructure. And I do not want to
see that time goes on and we do not have the ability
to do something and have a proper maintenance plan
for the properties that government has. But we have
to, at some point in time, bite the bullet and make the
determination as to what is the most effective use of
government assets in order that they are not left to
depreciate to a state that all they become is a building
or a crumbling relic of something that perhaps was
majestic formerly.
We look at things like Admiralty House. It is
an absolute sin and a shame when one looks at the
historic value of the property, to see the state in which
it has been left. And how many things could we use in
those types of circumstances to be able to benefit the
people of the country, Mr. Speaker?
So we do not have a problem taking criticism.
If the Opposition is presenting to us an attitude or an
idea where they think we can do things differently, we
are happy to listen, to the extent that what they suggest has merit and fits in with the ideas that we would
like to advance, because every one of us here, I
would want to believe, has the better good of everybody in this country at heart. So I accept the recommendations that come from the Opposition.
I certainly applaud the Budget that was put
together by the Finance Minister, but I can say that,
you know, there are times that we have to just agree
to disagree on certain things. That there are times
when some of their recommendations just may not fit
in with the overall plan. And we are not totally discounting those recommendations. We are just saying
that as a Government we have a responsibility to do
things, to balance the budget, to make things work as
best we can, to utilise capital monies and current account monies as best we can to be accountable to the
people of Bermuda, and it is our intention to do that.
So if some of the recommendations that come from
the other side do not fit in with that plan, it is not that
we think negatively about the recommendations, it is
simply that as the Government we have chosen to do
things slightly differently.
Now, I think it is important to mention, Mr.
Speaker, that the banking industry, which the Finance
Minister was bold enough to highlight as being a challenge and a problem in this community, that I take a
few minutes to make mention of that. I think that, you

827

know, we are talking about, Let’s make sure that we
have a sensitivity towards people. Let’s make sure we
look out for people. Well, looking out for people does
not necessarily stop at saying, Let’s see how much
money we have got in the Financial Assistance budget so we can give to somebody. Let’s see how many
giveaways we can have. That is not sustainable in the
long run. But what we can do is to help to create an
environment in which people are able to live and, not
even just survive, but to live well, and to know that all
sectors of the community are pulling in the same direction.
The Honourable Minister mentioned the issue
with respect to the electric company, with BELCO,
and of course we want to ensure that negotiations
with them will reveal benefit for the average Bermudian, so that we do not have exorbitant charges. Now,
some of those who can afford it may have to pay
some more. And that is just the reality. But those who
cannot need to have a break given to them.
You know, Mr. Speaker, I think that I did tell
the story once before (and I am going to allude to it
again very briefly) of a personal situation in which I
had a home equity line of credit for which the interest
rate was 5.5 per cent, and it was a 5-year period of
time.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: No, this was last
year it ended. Five years ago I took it out. Five years
ago.
At November of last year, the five years was
up. And every month . . . because I virtually owed
nothing on it. I just kept it to have the facility. And I
was paying, on average, twenty bucks a month for
interest. And like the Honourable Member who made
mention that he did not like to know that his $165,000
mortgage cost him $300,000-and-some when the interest was added on to it.
I am unlike that Honourable Member. I am terrified of debt. I am terrified of debt. Good debt, bad
debt, I am terrified of debt. So if I owe somebody, I am
going to double up, triple up, as best I can to make
sure that it is retired as quickly as possible because I
hate to pay somebody interest.
But in this particular instance, that loan, that
period of time for which the loan was taken out expired in November. And all of a sudden, instead of this
$20.00 charge coming to my bank account, January/February, I am seeing a charge of $100-andsomething. And I am thinking, How could I be paying
a $100-and-something? Maybe they forgot to charge
me the previous month. And I went back and looked.
When I calculated it, Mr. Speaker, as against the balance, I was paying 16.5 per cent interest.
So I called the bank to say what on earth is
going on here. And what they said was that the condition was that when the loan expired, at the 5.5 per
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cent after five years, that this new rate of 16.5 per
cent automatically kicked in. Well, nobody bothered to
call me to tell me. There was no communication whatever. So, all of a sudden, because it was an automatic
debit for the interest, this $100-and-some is coming
out of my account as opposed to $20.00 from the
month before and I called up to find out what was going on.
The bank manager basically said, Oh, no.
That can’t be right. Because I agreed with her, I
thought, This cannot possibly be right. And then when
she investigated and told me that was the reason why
this interest rate had gone up, because the period of
time had expired and I had not paid off the balance,
and therefore this exponential increase in the cost of
the interest had kicked in.
So I was like, Look. Here, take your money.
Because it was peanuts by, you know, according to
what the balance was. Then I thought about it and I
said, Who is your manager? Because it occurred to
me that there were some fundamental challenges in
that scenario inasmuch as nobody bothered to call to
say that the time was up. Nobody bothered to remind
me, or to tell me, really, because I do not think that I
would have ever realised that I was signing up for a
16.5 per cent interest rate at any point in time. But
nobody bothered to tell me.
Because I raised cane about it, I was given
the benefit where the bank went back and credited me
back with the differential on the interest. So up until
the date that I paid, I was only required to pay the
5.5 per cent rate that existed on that home equity line
of credit. But how many people in our community do
not have that benefit? That is predatory in its basest
sense. Add that to the debt collection charges that we
see . . . these are things that we have to start bringing
some legislation for because these things are predatory. It is those types of situations in which the public
are being exploited through no fault of their own.
It is one thing to say that, you know, you have
to go to the bank. Every one of us at some point in
time is going to need financing for something. But to
know that you have no option and you are in the jaws
of a financial institution with no recourse, and people
are exploiting you, is unacceptable. To know that you
have a debt and that you have been unable to pay the
debt. If you cannot pay 100 per cent of the debt, how
are you going to pay 150 per cent of the debt? It just
does not make any sense.
I think that we have to start looking at predatory lending practices. We have to start looking at collection practices and ensure that within reason that
there are caps put on the amount extra that people
are required to pay. Because many of these . . . nobody wants to go into debt. Nobody wants to have to
go borrow money. And, certainly, the average person
does not want to default. But under certain circumstances, there is no option. And I think that we as the
Government should be able to look at this and to bring
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the type of legislation that is necessary to prevent
those types of predatory lending practices.
Mr. Speaker, the other thing that we have
heard is with respect to whether we should be looking
at . . . with Bermuda being criticized as being a tax
haven, that there should be . . . we should perhaps
start looking at tax on a corporation’s bottom line, on
their profits and the like. Somebody said that earlier in
the debate. But let me just say that if there was an
attitude that suggested that tax revenues of corporations was an easy target, or was a target at all, easy
or otherwise, then we have to recognise that we have
the exempted companies tax undertaking legislation.
And it is only, I believe, two years ago (it might be
three now) that the period of time during which this
protection for exempted corporations was extended to
2035. So there is an awful long time, unless we are
going to roll back something like that, there is an awful
long time before that could even be considered.
Let me just suggest that if that is something
that anybody wants to look at, we would have to have
an awful lot of consultation because there is no way
that . . . You know, the one thing that we have to understand is that, yes, companies have a lot of money.
Corporations have an obligation, though, to respond
to their shareholders. That is why they are in business. Especially in publically quoted companies, it is
the shareholder whose money is being used for the
benefit for the operations of the company. And if the
shareholders are feeling that they are getting less
than their return on investment that they would want to
have, they may find themselves in the position of determining . . . that is, if we start to look at their bottom
line to say that it is taxable, then they can start to decide, Do I really want to be in Bermuda.
So it is okay to say that these companies
make a lot of money and therefore they should not be
operating in our jurisdiction to the detriment of our
people . . . sorry, not to the detriment, but for our people to have no benefit, I understand that concept, but
it is all very . . . it is not a very intelligent, economic
way—
[Timer beeps]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —of doing things
because we certainly do not want for our companies
who are here to pull out and leave Bermuda—
[Gavel]
Hon. Patricia J. Gordon-Pamplin: —and leave us in
a worse employment situation.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you. Would the next Honourable
Member care to speak?
Yes. The Chair recognises MP Rolfe
Commissiong. You have the floor.
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Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I had an opportunity to hear the Minister, who
just took her seat. There were some facets of her
presentation that needed to be commended. She did
seem to be in more of a collaborative mode than as
has often been the case. And that is to be commended. Although I will say, a little earlier in her presentation she did question the value of quote unquote “what
we got” from the investment in infrastructure by the
former Progressive Labour Party Government, and I
think she cited the Berkeley School (for example) and
one or two other investments that were made, and
questioning whether Bermuda had gotten its value.

which is not what this Government wants nor, I am
sure, what the Bermudian people want.”
I cannot agree more with that statement. The
Bermudian people, at least by way of this week, can
contrast a Budget Statement by the Finance Minister
with the Reply to the Budget by the Shadow Minister,
Mr. David Burt. You know, even with the seriousness
attached to all of this, I guess there can also be some
time for a little levity, and that was provided earlier
during the week by way of the Letters to the Editor by
a Ms. Cheryl Pooley Bibby.

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Deputy Speaker,
in the Chair]

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I have just been informed
that she may no longer be a “Bibby.” But, certainly, we
all know her as Cheryl Pooley.
And what I found interesting there was that
she was commenting about the Minister’s intention
and that of his Government to . . . and I do not know if
I am mischaracterising this, as doing away with the
60/40 rule, because it is already in place, [that is] provisions for the relaxation of the rule for particular lines
of business in Bermuda upon request. So the general
view now is that this Government is prepared to take
that step and eliminate the 60/40 rule itself. But in offering a rationale for that, what is rightly to come via,
maybe legislation here, over the next few months, he
had described the 60/40 rule as being something that
was designed to protect the oligarchy of Bermuda, to
maintain their dominance, their hegemony over Bermuda’s economy.
What I found interesting is that Cheryl Pooley,
in expressing her opposition to that intention, described the oligarchy as being a white oligarchy,
something that the Minister omitted. I do not believe
that the oligarchy during that era would have consisted of, say, his father, for example, up until the 1940s
or 1950s. The question is: Why did he leave that out?
Was he concerned that members of his own support
base would be uncomfortable with that, so that it was
preferable to fudge the history a little bit rather than be
more explicit? Is this the legacy that we are bequeathing to our children? Another generation who will be
historically affected by what may be termed as “historical amnesia”?
Of course, it is quite common here. I saw it
the other day as well, and I am not straying from the
Budget here. I saw it the other day as well, this time
being exhibited by the Premier himself. In using the
data that spoke of a positive turn of the economy, that
data would have been contained in the report that
came out a few weeks ago. (What was the name of
that document that we had some concerns about two
or three weeks ago?) The Government used that data
to basically put forth a green shoots argument. That,
you know, the ship is slowing turning into the wind
here. I think that even it has even been stated that Mr.

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Well, you know, without
sounding as one making excuses here, we all, I think,
are aware, those who are astute within this Hall, and
these benches, know that public works, public investments worldwide are subject to cost overruns. Some
would say it is almost endemic. It is unfortunate, but
that is the reality.
For example, we know that under the former
United Bermuda Party Government, with which she
was closely associated, you had the airport, for example, the now L. F. Wade Airport, that was originally
earmarked for $9 million and ended up costing the
Bermuda Government $25 [million]. Westgate, for example, earmarked to cost $20 million and had a substantial cost of $39 million. Tynes Bay incinerator originally costed at $26 [million] and ended up costing $74
million, according to my sources.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker,
we have had an interesting time here thus far, I think,
since I have been here. I only got back in the Island a
few hours ago. And I came to the House. And I did
notice that a number of the Government members on
that side who spoke spent more time trying to criticise
and even eviscerate the presentation—and I thought it
was a very brilliant presentation—by the Shadow Minister of Finance, Mr. David Burt, than they were in trying to outline and advance, even defend, the presentation by the Finance Minister himself. So I find that a
little odd.
Certainly, I think that the Bermudian people
will have a great opportunity here to look at both plans
for Bermuda’s economic future and make a decision.
For example, here, if I may, quoting from the Finance
Minister’s presentation, his Budget Statement of
2014/15, he says, at page 1, “The simple reality for
Bermuda today is this: The status quo is the enemy. If
we don’t change, there will be no improvement. If we
don’t change, we will only get more of the same,

[Inaudible interjection]
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Craig Simmons may have used the data as well. The
economic review.
Our concern, of course, on our side was that
the data may have been a little skewed, that the margin of error was up to about 5 per cent. But what I
found interesting was that the Premier was prepared
to use that data to make his argument, political and
otherwise, that his Government was on the right track
in terms of at least with respect to the economy. But
he conveniently ignored the fact that in that same data—which I concede may be a little skewed because
of the high margin of error—that 9 per cent labour
force survey—
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The labour force survey—
thank you, Honourable Member.
In that same survey, it highlighted that black
unemployment was three times the level of that of
whites in the country.
The Premier, Madam Deputy Speaker,
thought that that was not important. I think it is important. But apparently the Premier did not. Nor did
many others, including Craig Simmons, I might add,
who also commented using that survey.
So here we are, needing to make a case to
the Bermudian people, and ignoring the fact that disparities are continuing to grow, and that the myth of
One Bermuda shall remain so as long as these disparities continue to grow and develop. We can only
hope that this will not be the new normal in this economy, that a new oligarchy may be establishing itself
right now.
The question is: Will the policies of the Minister and the current Government exacerbate these
trends? Or will they adhere to the mantra, which they
have been promoting, that they are going to be proponents of shared sacrifice? We have not seen the
shared sacrifice as far as I can see, Madam Deputy
Speaker. What we have seen is our frustration, of
course, a distortion I believe of what is really happening in the economy. The economy is [by] no means
heading towards, at this point, a resumption of growth.
We still see an economy that is mired with a lack of
significant demand, an economy that is still exacting
an increase in unemployment.
Certainly, the results of the 2013 annual employment survey, as outlined in the Reply to the
Budget by the Honourable Shadow Minister, show
that the results have indicated that the economy shed
a further 921 jobs in 2013. The record contradicting
the OBA’s narrative, I might add. I am quoting here
again, Madam Deputy Speaker, of the economy turning the corner.
But it goes on, as we heard earlier, in terms of
company registrations and payroll tax, something
which has been lauded, particularly by the Honourable
Grant Gibbons, the Minister, about the extraordinary
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rise once again in the number of corporations as being another bellwether. But only upon closer inspection do we realise, many of us who are familiar with
this particular statistic, is that many of those companies will never establish any physical presence onIsland. And, thus, their contribution to Bermuda’s
economy, outside of the business they do with the
respective major law firms, is not one that is (as I said)
highly significant. None the less, [at] the end of 2013
there were actually significantly less persons contributing to the contributory pension fund than in the
fourth quarter of last year. This also speaks to continued contraction in the job market, and not an increase.
Moving on. On page 4 of the response, the
companies that file payroll tax returns, Madam Deputy
Speaker. “This statistic is also a good measure of
‘physical presence’ companies with at least one employee. The data here is also discouraging, as the
figures for the last 4 quarters available show a 5%
reduction for exempted companies.” On page 5, “Similarly, the number of local companies filing a payroll tax
return also declined by 5% over the last 4 quarters.”
Madam Deputy Speaker, the OBA Government speaks of “turning a corner,” but as the Shadow
Finance Minister states, if anything, we are stuck in
neutral. And he may be being a little too charitable in
that, because we may have seen, as I think I alluded
to earlier, even more decline.
You know, I remember we were here last
year, Madam Deputy Speaker, and I thought I outlined
that part of the problem here was that the OBA Government may have fallen for its own pre-election
propaganda. We all know the narrative now by heart. I
am sure most of the listeners out in radio land know it
as well. That while there was a global recession, the
majority of the problems that Bermuda has seen were
a by-product of bad governance and leadership, that
Bermuda’s recession was more locally generated,
locally produced than being a by-product of global
impacts.
We have heard this continuously. In fact,
some may say that they are established to push that
narrative in an effective way [and it] actually helped
win them the election. But was it an honest narrative?
I said last year and I will say it again, I do not think it
was an honest narrative. I think it was a misleading
narrative and a dangerous one in that it ignored the
realities of the structural changes that were happening
to—
The Deputy Speaker: Member. Member. I would just
like you to talk to me rather than your colleagues—
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I have, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: —please. Rather than your
colleagues.
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Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: I have. I have been, I have
been—
The Deputy Speaker: No. No. Would you please just
address me? Thank you.
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acting any tax on traditional sources of income, as is
known worldwide, then what do you expect people to
call you? You are called a tax haven, or, as the new
phrase is, a tax avoidance centre.
An Hon. Member: A low tax jurisdiction.

[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker, I,
I stand corrected.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I said that I think
that we have seen a misleading and dangerous narrative being promoted by the OBA. But one in which
they have deluded themselves in their attempt to
structure an economy based on these delusions. And
it is one that is dangerous and which can affect [and]
impact Bermuda with long-term consequences that we
need to be aware of.
This economy, Madam Deputy Speaker, as I
said, is one that has been affected by major structural
changes, driven by global trends. They speak often
about companies that left Bermuda because of things
like the payroll tax. But I have yet to identify or quantify which companies that have left. We do know companies have left. But did they leave because of the
payroll tax? Or did they leave, for example, in the insurance sector in order to be able to right business in
Europe, because of the actions of French authorities,
regulatory authorities over the last three or four years?
I know Bermudians who work in the high-level
insurance companies who stated to me that that is
one of the reasons that we saw some of the movement, not whole companies, but certain parts of their
operations to places in Europe like Switzerland. It had
nothing to do with things like payroll tax. It had nothing
to do with things like term limits. For example, most
people out there will know that term limits have been
gone for the last year and if judged by the rhetoric,
political and otherwise, that was exhibited by the OBA
Government, by now the economy would have already been grown by 2 per cent or 3 per cent. The
way they talked about term limits being so determinative in Bermuda’s economic decline. I think it was a
false argument, a most misleading one.
We have seen a number of factors that have
impacted this economy and its competiveness. I think
that we need to have significant change. I think that
the Reply to the Budget, as people out there will see,
provides a great look at what that change can be. I
ask people to take a very thorough look at it.
Just moving on, Madam Deputy Speaker, on
to the question of the issue of tax havens, which has
been covered here in both documents. I want to say
that I agree with the comments that are here in the
PLP’s Reply by the Honourable Shadow Finance Minister. You see, you could cry and call out around the
world that you are not a tax haven, but as stated here
(I have had this view for some time) if you are not exacting any sort of corporate taxes, if you are not ex-

Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: A low tax jurisdiction.
Are we at a point yet where that is becoming
an issue that could seriously harm our economy? I do
not think we are there yet. But I think that we are closer than we were two, three, four, five years ago. It has
been an issue that has been on the radar screen for
some time. We know that.
A related issue is one that I characterise as
Bermuda immersing itself in tax avoidance regimes
whereby companies such as Google, Apple, and the
like, create a subsidiary in Bermuda that is a recipient
of profits that have been channelled through Ireland
and perhaps Holland, and then Bermuda, avoiding
significant tax obligations onshore. We know that that
benefits, perhaps, some of our major law firms; there
are two or three that get all the business (that is another issue). But these companies may also pay some
registration fees to the government, I believe. But
does the benefit to those private law firms, and far
less to our Government, outweigh the costs? Reputational, at that.
I am still waiting for a reply on how the Government intends to deal with this. Because I do think,
at least on that part of the equation, I think we need to
be a little bit more proactive and perhaps see if we
can extricate ourselves from those tax regimes. Or, at
least, as is stated here, which may be somewhat of a
vain hope, see if we can get more equity from their
presence in Bermuda. And I might just say, though,
being able to get more equity out of their presence in
Bermuda, that, in turn, may help us make a more
broader case internationally that these companies are
not just getting a “free ride” here in Bermuda and that
they are paying some sort of taxation into our revenue
stream.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I just wanted to conclude by saying that this is going to be a very important debate that is going to unfold over the next
week or so. We have a role to play and I think we will
do so in a vigorous way. I would love to see us being
able to speak as one voice on that [where] we agree
and to go at it when necessary when we think that
what is being proposed is not in the best interest of
the country. Certainly, I will play my role in that regard.
Thank you so much.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Sorry. The Chair recognises the Honourable
Shawn G. Crockwell, Minister of Tourism Development and Transport, from Southampton West Central,
constituency 31.
Learned Member, you have the floor.
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Thank you, Madam Deputy Speaker.
I am pleased to take [to] my feet today to contribute to this important debate. We certainly heard
throughout the day individuals talk about the importance of this Budget, the importance of where we
are in our economy at the present, and the enormous
challenges that we face as a country.
I believe that our biggest issue is indeed the
national debt. We know that the national debt will now
get to about $2 billion. And we heard earlier from the
Honourable Member, Mr. Terry Lister, when he was
speaking emphatically about how we have never experienced such a level of national debt before. As a
matter of fact, we have been in uncharted waters, as it
relates to our national debt, for some years now.
Since 2003, the debt has increased by more than
700 per cent.
And we heard earlier from the Honourable
Member, Mr. Zane De Silva, when he said, Well, the
debt increased because of investment in the country.
And I am certainly not going to dispute that. And we
heard the Honourable Member who just took his seat
go back . . . and I cannot confirm nor deny the figures
that the Honourable Member used in terms of projects
that took place under the United Bermuda Party Government that went over budget. I do not think it is going to be beneficial to get into a huge debate about
whether or not the overtures in these particular developments, which, as a natural occurrence, these things
happen with public infrastructure investment.
But the fact of the matter is that because of
significant overtures over the years, the fact remains
that there have been substantial overtures since 2003,
on major developments, we have created a massive
debt crises for this country.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member
misleading the House. For the Honourable Member to
say that the overtures since 2003 is why we have this
huge debt is incorrect.
And you need to restate that.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Madam Deputy Speaker,
the fact remains that the debt has increased by over
700 per cent because of the investment into various
projects and the fact that many of those projects were
substantially over budget. And that is what has contributed to our deficits, and those deficits contribute to
our national debt.
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The national debt, Madam Deputy Speaker, is
what has put this country in a financial crisis. That is
the problem. Our biggest issue is: How do we get control of the debt? That is the challenge that the Government has to embrace, the Government has to
solve. And Madam Deputy Speaker—
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: Madam Deputy Speaker,
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: Please clarify.
Mr. Rolfe Commissiong: The Member is misleading
the House. There is also a significant decline in revenues that led to the increase in the debt. And only
when we can produce more revenues will that also
help bring down the said debt.
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member. I do believe I heard the word that it “contributed” to. I believe
that is what the—
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Madam Deputy Speaker,
the Honourable Member had his turn. I did not interrupt him.
What I am saying is not misleading the
House. There may have been other factors. The bottom line is . . . I will accept that. There have been multifarious factors that have led to the rise of our debt.
The point is, the debt is the problem. That is the problem—our debt. And we have to deal with the debt.
The problem in Greece, the problem in Portugal, the problem in Italy and Spain is that their debt
got too large and they could not address the debt.
They could not pay off the debt. The country was going into bankruptcy. And so whether we want to accept it or not, whether we want to accept it or not, for
whatever the factors are, we are heading towards
bankruptcy, Madam Deputy Speaker, because of the
debt.
So, yes, I do not disagree with the notion that
in order to get out of this situation we have to substantially increase our revenues. No one on this side has
said, at any time, that revenue generation is not important. Of course it is important. And the plan has
been laid out in the Budget. It has been laid out in the
Budget. Okay? And I am going to get to that in a minute.
But, you know, the normal reaction from a
government that is in recession is to increase money
supply, increase government spending, and decrease
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taxation. That is your normal . . . that is a government’s normal reaction when that government is in a
recession, to try and get out of that recession, those
are the things that normally the government would do.
It will increase the money supply, increase government spending and decrease the taxation.
Now, our money supply in this country is dependent on foreign investment, foreign exchange. So
we cannot generate or create additional money supply
here. It is dependent on foreign investment, foreign
capital. We simply do not have the money right now to
increase Government spending. That is just a fact. It
is a reality. Don’t have it! We do not have it.
Now, we can, Madam Deputy Speaker, not
increase taxes. And so there has been a commitment
by the Finance Minister to not create new taxes and
not create, or not raise, taxation. So one of those
three solutions we can do; but the other two, we are
just not in a position to do. And so the Government,
the Finance Minister, has to come up with an approach, has to come up with a strategy to try and navigate Bermuda through this economic challenge.
Now, the Shadow Finance Minister claimed
that the economy is getting weaker. He said that there
is a premature declaration of economic recovery.
Now, the Finance Minister made it clear that we are
not by any means out of the woods yet. He made a
statement that we are starting to turn the corner. The
turnaround is beginning. And he is not alone, Madam
Deputy Speaker. The Finance Minister is not speaking
in isolation. We have heard of other economists who
have said the same thing.
We saw two weeks ago the Bermuda Sun
headline (and I am paraphrasing) which said, Loving
the economic turnaround. We have heard this from
other individuals. And if everybody is wrong, then fine.
The Finance Minister is not proclaiming this in isolation. But the Shadow Finance Minister got up today
and he dismisses that and says that the economy is
getting weaker. The Shadow Finance Minister also
said that the OBA’s Budget is missing balance, it is
not balanced. But, yet, we heard from a head of a union this past week who endorsed the Budget [and]
said it was balanced. We heard from the business
community, the various organisations that said it was
a balanced budget. We have heard from an economist
who said it is a balanced budget.
An Hon. Member: They are all wrong.
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: But everybody is wrong.
So the Shadow Finance Minister must be right.
Well, we all know now that the crystal ball is
on that side. But the point is, the point is that there
has been a diverse amount of opinion on this Budget
and the conclusion has been that it is, in these circumstances, a good Budget. It is a balanced Budget.
But we hear—
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[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: No, not the Budget being
balanced. I am referring to the comment made in the
Reply [to the Budget] that balance is missing in the
Budget.
Now, let us look at page 5, if you will, Madam
Deputy Speaker, of the Budget Statement. And the
rubric there is, “It’s still tough out there.” So the Finance Minister recognises that the challenges are still
there, the challenges are still real. He is not trying to
paint some, you know, glossy and colourful picture
about where we are. He says, on page 6, “The construction sector has not recovered to previous levels
of activity.” He is giving a balanced approach. “The
opportunities for small entrepreneurs in this sector
have been severely reduced over the past five years.
Also jobs in the retail and hospitality sectors have not
experienced much growth in the past five years.”
Those are just the facts. He is not trying to
sugarcoat anything. He is not trying to do what Ronald
Reagan did by saying, Good times are here again. He
was being balanced. There are too many Bermudians
struggling at a subsistence standard of living and
needing government financial assistance to get by.
That is our reality. Those are our challenges that we
have to try and come up with solutions for.
Madam Deputy Speaker, on page 6, he highlights also that the economic model has changed.
“Even though insurance and reinsurance has been
relatively solid throughout all our long recession, the
economic model is changing and therefore the jobcreating machine of years gone by is no longer as
strong as it once was. There has also been job contraction in other areas of financial services.”
I recall the Honourable Shadow Finance Minister saying that even when he was in the Government
there was this philosophy of, Well, international business will return to its former glory. Let us just wait until
we get international business back. And he said today
that that is not good enough. We cannot just sit and
wait for the recovery of international business because the economic model has changed. The outsourcing is not going to stop. International business
has decided that in order for them to be profitable,
they had to change their way of doing business. So
the job creation is no longer there. So this Government has to figure out a way to stimulate the economy.
Now, they said that there was no plan. And I
listened very carefully today to the Shadow Finance
Minister and his alleged plan. When I looked at the
Budget Statement, the plan that jumps out to me is
articulated (it begins on page 7) that there would be a
two-track policy. A two-track policy. Not just growth,
but it is going to be reform and renewal. Reform and
renewal, Madam Deputy Speaker. “ . . . the OBA is
following a two-track policy to achieve economic recovery, reform and renewal. The first track is to enact
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policies to grow the economy and the second track is
to take actions to control and reduce government
spending.”
The fact of the matter is, growth alone, Madam Deputy Speaker, is not enough. It is not enough.
And I think that the Finance Minister laid it out very
compellingly on page 8 of his Statement. Compellingly! When he talks about the highest annual revenue in
our history was $990 million and it talks about that if
we were, he says “. . . if we did nothing about spending, currently at $[1,112 million], the absence of cost
cutting would see a deficit of about $300 million each
year for, say, four years; increasing public debt by
another $1.2 billion. Add that to the debt we already
owe and we are looking at $4 billion.” Twice what the
Honourable Member, Mr. Lister, thought was totally
unreasonable for this country. So even if we reached
our peak revenues of $990 million, we are not going to
be able to get out of this crisis. So growth—growth—is
not the single, the singular, answer to this. Clearly, we
need to do something about the spending. Growth
alone is not enough.
The fact of the matter is, and I believe I have
heard from the other side as well on various occasions, is that the Government has become too large. It
is too large. It is unsustainable. My understanding . . .
and let me say, Madam Deputy Speaker, that I am no
economist. I have never purported to be an economist
and this is not my bailiwick. It is not my . . . I enjoy
sitting here and listening to the likes of the Finance
Minister, the former Shadow Finance Minister, Patricia
Gordon-Pamplin, the Shadow Finance Minister, David
Burt—I give him his due in this area——[and] the
Honourable Member, Terry Lister, and others who
have a firm grasp on economics. It is not my bailiwick,
but the reality is, I know that when [you figure] our liability to salaries, government salaries, and you add
the benefits to that, it is 60 per cent of expenditures—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Some are saying 70 per
cent!
Something is wrong when you are paying over
60 per cent of your expenditures on payroll. So we all
must admit that that is the problem.
So how are we going to address the problem?
Ignore it? Keep doing what we have been doing and
hope that we get different results?
The Honourable Finance Minister, Madam
Deputy Speaker, is in a difficult situation, and I do not
envy him. I have told him many times, He has the
hardest job in the country. And so when he walks
away and he applies his mind to how do we try and
solve this problem, which is a human problem—it is
an economic problem, but it is a human problem because we are talking about peoples’ jobs. The fact of
the matter is, the country cannot be sustainable if we
remain the way we are. And playing the blame game
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is not going to solve anything. So whether or not what
happened under the UBP—which was how many
years ago?
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Twenty years ago? Still
talking about that? Or whatever happened under the
PLP more recently? The blame game is not going to
solve anything.
And I appreciated the tone of the Reply. Because the tone toward the end was seeking, Let’s
have a constructive debate on solutions. We can disagree on methodology. I have no problem with that.
But let us have a constructive debate, because we
can be up here—and we do it almost every week.
Sometimes I think I am in ”Ground Hog Day” when I
come to this Chamber, because I hear the same
speeches week in and week out on both sides of the
aisle. On both sides of the aisle, Madam Deputy
Speaker.
But that is not going to produce a solution, so
I do not envy the Finance Minister. And he goes away
and he thinks, Well, how can we soften the medicine?
Because the country is financially sick when you are
paying over 60 per cent on payroll. There is a problem. So how can we soften the medicine? And he
comes up with mutualisation, which is not going to be
perfect. Everyone is not going to love it. And he gets
ridicule. He gets, This is just a guise. Like, we really,
on this side of the House, want to see people lose
their jobs. Like, we take pleasure in that.
I can tell you around the Cabinet table, Madam Deputy Speaker, this issue causes angst, but we
cannot ignore it because it is not going to go away.
We are elected in this House to take care of the country, and we have to come up with a solution. So I applaud the Honourable Finance Minister for trying to
think of how we can come up with a remedy that will
still empower our people. Because if we do not solve
it, the entire country is going to suffer eventually, if this
country goes bankrupt.
We cannot continue doing what we have been
doing. The status quo cannot continue. In fact, I
thought it was a brilliant statement. Some Members of
the Opposition lauded it today. The previous Member
just said he agrees. The status quo is the enemy. If
we do not change, there will be no improvement.
But what upsets me, Madam Deputy Speaker,
is that when we present change, we know now that if
we do not change, there will be no improvement. But
there is no benefit to protesting against the necessary
and difficult changes that we must implement. They
are difficult. They are not going to be pleasant. But
protesting against them is not going to help. Criticizing
against the necessary and difficult changes for political gain, Madam Deputy Speaker, is counterproductive. It is counterproductive. We have no choice if we
want to get out of this.
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In my opinion, the Reply [to the Budget] was,
Let’s just keep doing what we have been doing. Let’s
try and spend our way out of this problem and hopefully things will turn around. But as I said, on page 8 of
the Budget Statement, that theory just will not work in
the best case scenario—in the best case scenario.
Madam Deputy Speaker, in the Budget Reply,
I would like to just touch on a few things. Looking on
page 12, and I find this somewhat interesting and contradictory to what the Honourable Shadow Finance
Minister said. On page 12, he touches on it. And the
reason I am raising this is because when you talk
about payroll tax concessions, as it relates to hotels,
that is very important to hotels. Hotels have been
struggling for some time. That is why we have gone
from 10,000 beds to 5,000 beds. We have been losing
hotels for years in this country. And we have been
losing them because they have not been financially
viable.
So the Honourable Member who states earlier
in his Budget Reply that the economy is getting weaker, why in the world would he there recommend [doing] away with payroll tax concessions to the businesses that need them.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Maybe I don’t. But it did
not make sense to me.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Did not make sense to
me. Because in two years you withdraw payroll tax for
hotels and they are unable to survive and they shut
down, how does that benefit the country?
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: Point of order, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
The Deputy Speaker: Your point of order, please.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Hon. Zane J. S. De Silva: The Honourable Member is
misleading the House, Madam Deputy Speaker. Because when he says that, you know, the hotels are
finding it hard to survive and they will disappear, if that
was true, I would agree with him. But unless all Honourable Ministers on the other side can stop hotels
from issuing dividends, then maybe we should give
that some consideration. But we have to look at the
financial viability of these hotels that say that they are
struggling, Madam Deputy Speaker.
[Inaudible interjections and general uproar]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
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Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Madam Deputy Speaker,
I do not mind taking a point of order, but they have
had their chance to speak, and I did not interrupt that
Honourable Member either.
The fact of the matter is, as the Minister of
Tourism, I know that hotels are struggling. And, you
know, we are looking right now—
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: —the projections this
year are looking good. The PACE report is looking
good right now. That’s great! But the fact of the matter
is, if you withdraw the support that these hotels have
been relying on, that were given to them under the
previous administration, in my opinion—and I have no
problem with being disagreed with—it will cause additional economic hardship for those entities.
Now, I think that is reckless. I think that recommendation is reckless, Madam Deputy Speaker.
And it is certainly not balanced.
Now, on page 14 of the Reply [to the Budget],
there is a reference to the Tourism Authority, and I
heard quite a few Members talk about, Well, this is the
prototype (if you will) of privatisation and job losses,
and the like. Now, let’s just deal with the facts. Let us
deal with the facts of the Tourism Authority, Madam
Deputy Speaker. First of all, the difference between
this particular situation is that we made a pledge that
no one within the Department of Tourism would lose
their job. They will be offered job opportunities somewhere else in the Civil Service. So that is different.
If a department was privatised, then those individuals who may not make the cut . . . we heard the
Honourable Member, Terry Lister, say that we have
some good employees, and we have some employees who are not so good. And that happens all around
the world. Happens all around the world, Madam
Deputy Speaker. So either you are going to have a
restructuring of an entity, then those who are not so
good, may not make the cut. Okay? That is just a natural consequence of the restructuring.
So in the Tourism Authority’s example, the
safety net was the fact that we had promised jobs in
the Civil Service, if individuals did not make the Tourism Authority. Okay? So, in Bermuda, the individuals
that applied to the Tourism Authority, the majority of . .
. what was interesting, quite a few of them who were
offered positions in the Tourism Authority, chose to
stay in the Civil Service. There were some who did not
make it. And then in New York, out of the 15, 14 were
placed in the Tourism Authority and one was offered a
job in government, but it had to be here local and it
was not convenient because they were settled now
overseas. So we are working with that last individual
to come to a positive solution.
But the point is that, the transition . . . and
what is interesting, because if you remember when we
started this whole transition with the Tourism Authori-
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ty, there was a lot of noise. A lot of noise about it and
predictions about individuals being unemployed. It did
not happen. In fact, you have not heard anything
about the transition for some time. For some time.
Okay? Because it has been managed well.
You have not heard anything from the BPSU
[Bermuda Public Services Union] as it relates to the
transition because they have been consulted and we
have come up with resolutions for each member of
that department. Either they have been placed in the
Tourism Authority or they are working in the Civil Service.
An Hon. Member: How much is the CEO getting?
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: The CEO is getting paid
what the CEO is getting paid.
[Laughter]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Okay?
An Hon. Member: Aah!
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Now, Madam Deputy
Speaker, I would like to turn to pages 9 to 11, and this
is of the Reply [to the Budget].
The Shadow Finance Minister says, “The PLP
would adhere to most of the spending reductions as
laid out, but would spend an additional $30 million in
excess of the OBA planned budgets in the following
areas.” And I could tell you, when he was going
through this, I certainly liked the recommendation of
the Tourism Authority getting $5 million more. The
chairman would love $5 million more. The CEO would
love $5 million more, to be able to get the job done. It
would be great. I am sure every Minister that sees one
of their departments here, would love to get that additional revenue. But the reality is, Madam Deputy
Speaker, this is not the real world.
The Finance Minister would tell you that we
have had conversations and I have lobbied and I
wanted more because I believe tourism is important.
But the reality is that, as he said in his Budget Statement, we need to live within our means. That is the
only way we are going to solve the problem. Live within our means. And the fact of the matter is, the former
administration did not! Did not! Year in and year out,
did not. And the deficits increased and the national
debt increased, and the crises increased.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: And we are not! We haven’t.
The Honourable Member just interpolated that
we are not living within our means. And it is absolutely
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right. And you know what? My Ministry, in particular, is
over by $12 million. And I have had a licking. I have
taken my licking for that. And the Finance Minister told
me, Next year better be better! It better be better!
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Absolutely!
And I have had to tell my permanent secretary
and the directors, that next year it will be better.
And guess what? Guess what, Madam Deputy Speaker? You know what is interesting, as they say
that I have not been within my means? But we were
less than the previous year. We were less than the
previous year, and the year before that. That is the
challenge. Despite the fact that our spending was
less, it is still too much. And it is not acceptable.
And you know what? As I have set down with
my comptroller, and as I sat with the technical officers
in my Ministry and we have gone through and tried to
figure out, How can we get this expenditure down?
The reality is that the solutions are difficult! It is not
easy. I said it before in this House. I could not sleep
for a couple of days. And I told the Finance Minister,
We have got to find a different solution! It is not easy.
It is not easy.
So let us not come here and criticise the Government.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Shawn G. Crockwell: Do not criticise the Government for doing what it has to do! It has to look at
how we are going to reduce spending, Madam Deputy
Speaker. So I commend the Finance Minister. We are
on the right track.
[Desk thumping]
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you, Member.
The Chair now recognises the Shadow Minister of Public Works, the Honourable Derrick V. Burgess, from Hamilton East, constituency 5. You have
the floor.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Madam
Deputy Speaker.
Madam Deputy Speaker, first I would like to
congratulate the Shadow Finance Minister, the Honourable David Burt, for his Reply [to the Budget] and
alternative budget to the Government. I thought it was
brilliant. I would also like to congratulate the Finance
Minister, Bob Richards, for his Budget.
Madam Deputy Speaker, we all know that
budgets are figures that are put together by economists. And they are hoping that these figures can be
realised. If these figures are not realised, as the Finance Minister put it, you go into another recession,
so-called recession. So it is just a projection. And if
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you get three economists, they will give you three different versions. And it is just a matter of which version
you willing to accept.
Now, we know that we have to accept the Finance Minister, Honourable Bob Richards’, version
because they are the Government. We understand
that. We are prepared to work with them. You know?
So I am not going to spend the next year, or this party
is not going to spend the next year trying to make it
fail. It is not about that. We understand it. We were in
that position once before. So we are clear on that.
Madam Deputy Speaker, I thought I would not
have to go down this vein, but when I heard the Honourable Members Grant Gibbons and Pettingill make
their replies, they took me back in history.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, lower debate,
because I think all other Members have tried to go
forward, and I applaud that. But I just cannot let that
. . . Zane had to go there, because of what he had
heard earlier. To say what that Government inherited,
well, you know, I can go on for the next 10–20
minutes on things that we inherited as a Government.
But one that I must respond to, is where he said that
we cut the teachers and re-hired them. Well, they cut
the police in their tenure as Government.
You know, it is crazy to even go down there.
Mr. Pettingill, referring to my Shadow Finance Minister, he said, It sounds wonderful. It is like reading a
fairy tale (and I am paraphrasing now), a fairy tale to
my children. Sounds good, but not based on reality.
Crime down by 48 per cent, that just happened since
th
December 17 . We all know that to get crime down, it
takes certain things to be put in place and give time to
work.
You know, I am going to congratulate the Minister for National Security, my cousin, the Honourable
Michael Dunkley, for what he is attempting to do. But
he knows it is not easy. We knew it was not easy. And
it is carrying on from where we left off, which is great.
He has enough programmes.
But when they start to say, when Pettingill
says—
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again: You can be digging. You can budget $10,000
for digging a tank. But sometimes you get into certain
areas and you get that hard rock. That tank may take
$40,000. So, what you have is the term they use in
construction, a “change order.” So, there is more.
There are overages right there.
Things change in construction, as the Dame
Lois Browne-Evans Building. You can have a plan.
Most major projects in the world, at least 95 per cent
of them, have overruns. This is nothing new. In fact,
the three projects that the Honourable Member, Rolfe
Commissiong, alluded to earlier about Westgate and
the airport and Tynes Bay, well, they went over by
150 per cent. Overruns! And the three, Port Royal,
Dockyard, Berkeley, they went over by 47 per cent!
You know, but those are overruns.
It seems like because we are in charge, it is
wrong. It is criminal. It is corrupt. It reminds me of . . . I
was reading Dr. Joseph Christopher’s book. And he
said . . . And it is true. It is in the Board of Education
Reports, starts from 1923, 1931, 1933, where the
Government, with the public funds, purchased property for Saltus, Whitney Institute, St. George's Grammar
and Bermuda High School for Girls—out of public
money. These are private schools, now.
But in 1933, when Berkeley needed to make
additions, because it was only that school at that time
for black children, and the Government said, Yes, we
will build them. But you have to have a chairman who
will be appointed by the Government, and the Board
of Governors, they will be appointed by the Government. No same—nothing was required of the other
schools. It is a matter of trust! And we are still there.
Thank God all of them are not like that. I only heard
two from that side go in that area. So I assume they
are still like that. They are living back in the 1930s and
beyond that. We are past that. I am sorry to say that
they are the ones who are going back there.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: This young man says,
Get realistic. That is the Honourable Member, Grant
Gibbons. This is what he said. That is why he went
back there. He went there. I went there.

The Deputy Speaker: Honourable Member.

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: The Honourable
Member (I am sorry) overruns the Dame Lois
[Browne-Evans Building], how it was managed, is he
questioning the integrity of Mr. Conyers and Mr. Henri
(we pronounce the name as Henry, but in French it is
On-ray)? Is he questioning the integrity of them? They
managed that project. And if you have an overrun, you
budget for certain things in a building, whether it is a
house or a building or whatever. For example, let us
say you are going to dig a tank. And I have said this
before, but obviously it fell on deaf ears. Let me say it

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: But, see, he is only—
The Deputy Speaker: No, no. No, no, Members.
You have got my full attention.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you. Thank
you.
He is only endorsing my statement. He can
say what he wants, and it is okay, and you cannot respond. If you beat me across my legs with a cedar
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stick, do not complain how I walk! That is what he is
doing. You know, he has got to cut that nonsense out.
Madam Deputy Speaker, let us get to monies
that (and I am only touching one because it is recent),
monies that the Government wasted at the Heritage
Wharf. I am only going to speak on two issues there. It
was when the present Government said they were
going to make the improvements, 75 per cent of the
workers will be Bermudian and 25 per cent would be
guest workers. Well, Madam Deputy Speaker, 60 per
cent of the hours were worked by guest workers,
40 per cent by Bermudians. And then, they spent $2.5
million to rent equipment to bring from overseas that
was already available in Bermuda. Uh-uh. Uh-uh.
Then, I just want to go to their (let me make
sure I have finished that) . . . go to the labour relations. Labour relations on page 31 in the Budget
Statement. It talks about the industrial dispute. That is
the recent one at the hotels. Madam Deputy Speaker,
this was handled wrong by the Labour Department
and by the Government. Let me first say that the Bible
of arbitration is the collective bargaining agreement. It
is referred to in the [Employment Act 2000]. And may I
read very shortly?
The Deputy Speaker: Certainly.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I will read two or three
examples in this [Employment Act 2000], Applications,
number 3, it says, “Where any of the rights of an employee established by any other Act, agreement, contract of employment, custom or practice are more favourable than this Act requires, the provisions so established prevail over this Act.” Which means that the
collective bargaining agreement prevails over this Act.
And it has provisions in the collective bargaining
agreement for settlement.
Now, let me go to another, because I do not
want to just read from there, because I know the Attorney General out there is trying to outdo me, and
that is okay. But he will not outdo me in labour relations; I can tell you right now. I do not care what he
has got in here.
[Laughter]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I can tell you that.
Now, in Termination for Redundancy, it says
in section 30(4), “Before terminating the employment
of an employee for redundancy, the employee shall”—
shall is absolute—“as soon as practical, [30(4)(a)] inform the employee’s trade union,” and so on and so
on. That was not done with the Princess! It was not
done.
And I am going to take you again, where this .
. . back on section 37(5), it says, “Where, in relation to
an employer, any relevant grievance procedure received is established (whether under a contract of
employment, collective agreement or otherwise)”—
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see, it is referring to the collective bargaining agreement.
This has to be followed before you can refer
to arbitration. Your labour relations officer must get
involved, first of all, and he mediates. And then to having a letter sent to the union that the terms of reference would be determined by the arbitrator as case
law, because of case law, recent case law? There is
no case law about any law that is enacted in this Parliament here. This is the law in relation to the collective bargaining agreement.
So, to even stipulate case law in that letter,
they obviously did not know what they were doing.
That is where you get in trouble. That is where you get
in trouble! Case law is what he talks about.
You know, it is like the arbitrator wanting to
set the terms of reference and then wants to try . . .
He is there to create a resolution. It is almost like the
judge setting a charge and then sitting the case. That
is why they had the DPP’s [Department of the Public
Prosecutor] Office different from the Chief Justice’s
Office, as you know. It is different. But when it comes
to the poor little worker, We are going to do it our way.
It does not go like that. It will not go like that.
The thing is with the hotel workers, when you
think about it, why would the hotel management treat
the hotel workers as they did? The hotel workers are
working by the 2008 wage rate, agreed to a wage
freeze. So you see cooperation with the union, the
union understanding the situation, as they understood
the Government. And they are the first out there to
say, Okay. Let’s try to save this job. Let’s try to get
things moving. Right? And to be treated like this here!
Sure, the workers had to take to the streets.
Nobody wants that. When you give up pay increases
for four years, going on five years, and to be treated
like that. Not even call your union as outlined in the
collective bargaining agreement. Sure, the hotel employees of Bermuda must know the procedure. Sure,
the management of the Princess must know the procedure. The management fell down in this one here
and advised incorrectly. Knew better. And everybody
wants to blame the union and the workers.
But what recourse do workers have when they
are treated so badly but to take to the streets? They
do not want to do that. Guess what? They got a resolution. Everybody has got their job. That tells me that if
they would have sat down with the union we would
have never had this problem. That is all that . . . The
unions are very reasonable people. I do not know how
I knew that. But they are very reasonable people,
Madam Deputy Speaker.
Now, when we talk about the debt of the
country, the wage cut and everything else the unions
agreed to, Government said there would not be any
layoffs in this agreement. And then we have outsourcing, privatisation and mutualisation referred to in the
SAGE report. And I am a little amazed by some things
that Government . . . Well, Government . . . And, Bob
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did say . . . I am not going to go by everything they
said. But I thought the one—
The Deputy Speaker: The Honourable Member.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I am sorry. The Honourable Member—
The Deputy Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: —Bob Richards. And
he is my good cousin, too.
You know, even though the SAGE Commission recommended and said, Look. You have got 548
positions vacant. I would recommend you do not hire
them. That is $40 million you could save there. Government hired 273 more workers! That is $20 million
they threw away.
I mean, in the Budget for 2014/15, they have
got 5,448 workers. I do not know, they have not said
it, how many of those positions are vacant. Because if
it is 300 vacant, I would suggest they probably need to
stay vacant. And we can have another conversation
about mutualisation and privatisation, because all these terms result in job loss, where you may have 40
workers, you may end up with 30 or 20.
What a country needs is a stable workforce.
You do not want to fill your streets with unemployed
people, because it becomes dangerous. Men will do
what they have to do to feed their family. And there
comes some social responsibilities by a Government.
And that is one of them.
Let us take the water and sewage section of
Government. Well, I know when I went into Public
Works they were not covering the cost. I think they
were charging about 17 cents a gallon for water. We
took it up to 21 [cents], maybe 22 cents to cover our
costs. But if you outsource that, privatise it out to anybody, what it appears that the Government does not
know [is that] there is an infrastructure that is old, inadequate and expensive to replace. If the infrastructure was up to par, that particular department of government should not be running at a loss or should not
be running for a profit either, because we are talking
about one of the essential supplies, water and the
sewage disposal. We should not be looking to make a
profit there, because that is something everybody
needs. So we should not.
And the garbage collection—so what are you
going to do? Outsource it, and mutualisation? What
are you going to do, sell the people’s assets? Because we just bought trash trucks, garbage collection
trucks. And to outsource that or whatever you want to
do, privatise that, these folks, whoever, need equipment. And the thing is, some people think that because you privatise it, outsource it, it will not cost government anything. But you are collecting the people’s
garbage! So the government has still got to pay money to them.
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When you cut the grass of government property, we have still got to pay money for that. So you
are not just putting it out to them. And these are not
revenue-producing departments. Garbage collection is
not revenue producing. Taking care of government
property is not revenue producing. That is the cost of
running a country.
So why would you want to get rid of that? And
I probably can understand why they want to get rid of
the airport, because I think the intent is to give it out to
a long-term 25-year PPP [public/private partnership],
probably, to get a new airport, because some countries have. I think it was Montego Bay. There is a
country that built that airport, and I think they have a
25-year lease on it, and they take all the revenue. I
think that is what the Government is doing there. But I
am not going to say that cannot work.
As the union has said, You need to sit down
with us, because if you are talking about unionisation
and the workers owning 51 per cent, maybe we can
talk. That is what the union is saying, Maybe we can
talk, because we need to talk about the employees
who cannot afford shares. It has got to be some cost
attached to the equipment. Those talks need to take
place.
And what is, I guess, alarming to some people
[is that] this is out here without the talks taking place.
It is better you have these talks first than put it out
there, because you have got a whole lot of different
stories on the way people think this can be.
How much time do I have left?
The Deputy Speaker: Ten minutes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: You are so kind.
Yes. So, this needs to be looked at. And the
tax concessions. You know, the retailers have had a
zero rate of taxes since 2011. And the Honourable
Member, David Burt, has alluded to it is over $30 million that is not showing up on our revenue. We need
to put a time limit when we can call that back in.
Madam Deputy Speaker, the supermarkets
are doing very well. In fact, in one report I read where
sales are up 3 per cent. And now they are selling beer
at eight o’clock. You can get liquor, scotch, at eight
o’clock in the morning Sunday before you go to
church. It is there. You get your scotch, and you will
not have to take Holy Communion at church; I know
what that is all about.
[Laughter]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: But that is what they
can do right now. And the thing about it where it becomes sort of unfair, some employers are paying zero
payroll tax. But the employees are still paying. The
employees have had no break. The employees have a
wage freeze. They are still paying their payroll tax, no
help. Their BELCO bill is still going up, health insur-
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ance [is] still going up. They have got to face all this
here.
I have had calls from a few families, civil servants, whose furlough day has put them in a financial
bind, where they have got a problem paying their
mortgage.
Then you go to court . . . a fellow stopped me
the other day. A lady was in court . . . four children.
And she could not pay the bill. She told the magistrate
. . . well, I want to say “that silly magistrate” . . . If I am
wrong, forgive me. He told the lady, Put her . . . Take
her behind the bar stool and give her a phone. Who is
she supposed to call—Jesus is not coming today—to
get money to pay her bill? A lady with four children,
what does he expect?
What needed to have happened was for her
to take the magistrate’s chair and put him down there.
Put the MP behind the bars and tell him, Call somebody. Because many times, these folks really do not
understand. They really do not understand. And when
people say we are xenophobic to foreigners . . . no!
But, Madam Deputy Speaker, if you have somebody,
same type of situation like this lady, who is qualified
not only by [being] academically qualified, but skilled,
and has no job and cannot feed these children, and a
guest worker has their job, a job that they can do, how
do you expect this lady to feel?
I will wait till the changeover, please.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. Time for me.
[Pause]
[Hon. K. H. Randolph Horton, Speaker, in the Chair]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: So, Mr. Speaker, we
are not xenophobic. It is not like we do not like foreigners. We have lived with foreigners ever since I
was born and got on with them very well. In fact, some
of us have married foreigners.
Some Hon. Members: Yes.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: And it is okay. Nothing
wrong with that. In fact, we should spread our gene
pool out. It is healthy for Bermuda, a country of this
size. And to say we are xenophobic? No.
Put yourself in an unemployed person’s position, who cannot feed those four children they have
got to take to school. And how would they feel, when
blacks are made redundant, along with whites, Bermudians, and the blacks are the last hired, even
though they are just as qualified as them?
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Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Sometimes more qualified. And they are still not hired. I know of cases like
that. And work permits are still being renewed for jobs
that they went to university for, and still cannot get the
job.
See, this is unconscious bias that black people can suffer, because that is what we come from. So
it is okay. See, we want to eradicate this nonsense,
this racism. But there is a certain segment in this
country that promotes it. Not all are like that. No, not
now.
Mr. Speaker, nothing is mentioned in the
Budget Statement about the pensions. It is unfair for
the taxpayer to be paying pensions to people, because we have to top it up every year, when these
same people are not receiving pensions. Or the pensions they are receiving are not enough to take care
of their expenses. Now, the SAGE Commission
speaks about it. I have been an advocate of that in
this House, that we raise the retirement age to 67.
Some countries are taking it even further. Look what
you save! You save two years of payouts. We have to
do something because the defined contributions plan
is not working. It is putting us in trouble. That fund is
underfunded. And the longer it stays like that, it gets
worse every day. And that needs to be addressed
very, very quickly.
Mr. Speaker, I have said here before that the
retirement age of 65 was set, I am sure, over 50 years
ago when people were expected to live only to about
63. And it is still there. People are living to 85, 86,
man. You die at 85, you are young. You know? And
people 65 today, they have got a lot of life left in them.
And we are sending them home, not only this Government. The prior Government did the same thing,
against my objections. So, we have to save that fund.
Because a lot of that pension money was lost, a lot of
pension money in the private sector was lost in the
investments, in the Ponzi schemes. Nobody went to
prison in Bermuda for that. Nobody went to prison, Mr.
Speaker! Look at the Bank of Butterfield. We had to
bail that out to save jobs. Now they are getting rid of
people, you know. It is not right, Mr. Speaker.
So, Mr. Speaker, the other thing on travel, this
Government spends $101,000 a week on travel—
$101,000 a week on travel. And we are out there talking about privatisation, cutting people back, people
cannot pay their bills? This has got to be cut dramatically, because they criticised us—and that was their
role. That was their role. In fact, they went over their
budget last year by $90,000—$5,295,000. That is
what the travel budget was. Well, they have dropped it
a little bit this year to $4 million and something, maybe
$4.6 million, whatever.
[Inaudible interjection]

An Hon. Member: Sometimes more qualified.
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Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: No, I am not all over
the place. Look in your Budget book. You will see.
Look in your Budget book. I am not all over the place.
The Speaker: A minute and a half.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes. They always
think they are right.
The Speaker: A minute and a half.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: I am not confused. I
am not confused at all. It is in the Budget book,
$5,295,000.
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Speaker, others are married to foreigners. And eventually, they will get status. So, at the end of the day,
we need to put that behind us, because we are not
honest with ourselves.
Mr. Speaker, I think for the interests of this
country, when Bermuda was colonised, how many
Bermudians did you find here? None. None whatsoever. So we have to get over this xenophobic attitude.
And as the Minister of Finance said, we need to develop this country by having more direct investors. I
think we should be more receptive to accepting international people in this Island. In fact, how many of you
have children working overseas and living overseas?
So if they can go there, others can come here. So let
us be and do the right thing.

[Inaudible interjection]
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, I know it is the
revised number. You are over the budget number.
You are $90,000 over the budget number. You figure
you can read? See?

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Lister says it is a little
different. But, Mr. Speaker, as he said—

The Speaker: Honourable Member.

The Speaker: Honourable Members, if the Honourable Whip is speaking, I would like to be able to hear
him.

Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: He went to Saltus,
see?
The Speaker: Come to me. Come to me.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Yes, yes.
Mr. Speaker, we understand. We understand.
And let me say, our last budget was $77,000 a week.
They are up more than us, $24,000.
[Inaudible interjections and crosstalk]
The Speaker: Honourable Member.
Hon. Derrick V. Burgess, Sr.: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker. I know my time is finished.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member Burgess.
The Chair will now recognise the Government
Whip, MP Cole Simons. You have the floor.
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, before I get into my presentation
proper, I would like to pick up where the Honourable
Derrick Burgess left off. And he was speaking on xenophobia.
I think it is time that we in this House and we
as a country really, really put that xenophobic attitude
behind us. I am sensitive to his concern about employment and competition. But I think at the end of the
day, we guys really have to examine ourselves. Forty
per cent of the people sitting in this House are firstgeneration Bermudians, Mr. Speaker. A number of
others are second-generation Bermudians. Mr.

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, he says, yes,
his children going overseas to countries that have two
million people. But at the end of the day—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Well, 300 million.
At the end of the day, we still have people
coming to this country who are our relatives, and they
eventually get status. And we have to encourage that,
because it is human capital. And we need human capital in this country. Now, let me get to my presentation.
I just wanted to make that comment because I had
xenophobic in my presentation. And I thought I would
move it up because my cousin, the Honourable Derrick Burgess, spoke about it lastly.
Now, we know that for any economy to grow,
we need to ensure that there is fresh capital coming in
and new direct investments. We have spoken year
after year. I have been in this House for almost 14, 15
years, and we have talked about finding a developer
for St. George's. We have been looking for new developments for hotels, the Morgan’s Point. In addition,
recently, the Minister of Finance and other Ministers of
Finance have gone to the capital markets to raise
funds for this country, to raise capital so that we can
get Government back on track, and also so that we
can improve our infrastructure.
What do direct investors and us looking at the
capital markets for lending purposes have in common? What they have in common is that they do similar research. When we go to borrow money from the
capital markets, the investors look to see, How is
Bermuda managed? What source do they go to to see
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how Bermuda is managed? The same applies to direct investors, foreign direct investors. They say, I am
going to invest in a country, and foreign direct investment, according to IMF [International Monetary Fund],
is $130-billion business in one year. And most of that
business is going to the emerging markets.
So what do these invest[ors] look at? How do
they assess the strength of a country? And a number
of them, like us when we go to the capital markets,
when people want to loan money to Bermuda for its
sovereign debt, they go to Fitch’s. Now, Fitch’s is a
rating agency. In preparation of today’s debate, I said,
Well, let me see what Fitch is saying about Bermuda.
Mr. Speaker, if you will allow me to read, the
latest issue of Fitch Rating Agency was issued on
th
th
June the 7 . And it reads as follows: “June the 7 ,
2013.”
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Yes, it is the latest.
4
Mr. Speaker, Fitch Rating Agency. Fitch Rating Agency has downgraded Bermuda to a AA- with a
negative outlook, stating that “the Island’s prospects
for 2013 and beyond are weak.” The Agency said that
the downgrade of Bermuda’s sovereign ratings “reflects four years of economic contraction, sustained
high fiscal deficits, and increased government debt
burden.” Fitch said, “The sovereign’s ability to sustain
higher levels of debt is constrained by its narrow revenue base and its underdeveloped domestic public
debt markets. Bermuda’s lack of economic diversification and excessive reliance on mature industries is
limiting its growth prospects. The Negative Outlook
reflects continued uncertainty as to Bermuda’s fiscal
and economic trajectory and the lack of a credible fiscal consolidation strategy.” Fiscal consolidation strategy is debt reduction!
[Inaudible interjection]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Just bear with me, Mr.
Speaker.
[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Just a minute, just a minute, just a minute. I mean, this is really getting ridiculous. It is really
getting ridiculous.
I am not talking about the speech, no!
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Commenting on the key rating drivers, Fitch said, “Bermuda's economic recession continued for the fourth consecutive year in 2012
due to a combination of cyclical and structural factors
affecting employment creation, household consumption, public finances, and the real estate market.”
4
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Mr. Speaker, this is a damning report. Mr.
Speaker, this is why Bermuda’s Minister of Finance
has said we have to do things differently—because he
has to change the rating agency’s perception of Bermuda and how it is managed, because he needs to
make sure that the next report is improved upon, because this report is looked at by institutional investors.
It is looked at by regulators. And it is looked at by the
credit markets. And this has a dramatic impact on the
Government as far as raising funds and the cost of
borrowing.
So, Mr. Speaker, I commend the Minister of
Finance for taking on this monumental task of addressing the challenges faced by the rating agencies
and the information that they have placed into the
capital markets and in the global markets. It is not an
easy job, and I am certain that my Minister of Finance
is up to the task, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, I also commend the Minister for
the medium term expenditure framework. The fact that
he crafted a blueprint that looked out three years and
said, Okay. We need to be more disciplined in the
budgetary process and not just go from year to year.
In fact, what the rating agency said, if we continue to
raise the debt ceiling year on year, Mr. Speaker, the
credibility of our numbers will be dramatically compromised. It says that, and it is clear and makes
sense. So my Finance Minister is bringing discipline to
the entire process and is saying, Okay. We are going
to take a step at a time. He invited the SAGE Commission, and he is on a path to getting our finances in
line and ensuring that Bermuda basically stands in the
position that it stood 20 years ago.
It is going to take a while, and we hope to
have our budget balanced within three years. It is not
going to be easy. We are going to feel the pain. We
are going to feel the pressure. But guess what? Out of
the pain is a new birth, Mr. Speaker. Out of the pain is
new birth. And we will turn this country around.
Mr. Speaker, now I will go on to just a few
issues. As I said, I spoke about direct investment. And
direct investment, foreign direct investment is an industry that people globally are looking at. As I said
earlier, the IMF has indicated that this industry is a
$130-billion industry. And people are competing for
investors in this industry. The beauty of it all is that
these direct investors invest in opportunities where
they see there are positive results, positive gains and
positive returns. And they first would do their research
to ensure that, when they invest in, there is also an
exit plan to get out.
And that is why I am saying to our team here
today that we need to be sure that when the money is
here it is well invested, the Government policy is
sound, and that these investors feel confident and
comfortable with investing in this country. That is why
it is important that we have the rating agencies begin
to shift their position on their perception of Bermuda
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and the quality of credit and the quality of management from fiscal points of view.
Mr. Speaker, you know, we spoke about the
60/40. Under the IMF definition, foreign direct investment consists of a minimum of 20 per cent of the
ownership in a company. So, it does not mean I am
moving in and buying the whole company. We still are
going to have partially owned by Bermudians and partially owned by foreigners.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Exactly. So my point is—
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: My point is this.
[Inaudible interjections]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: No, I am not confused. I am
clear.
The Speaker: Honourable Members, let me just read
a rule to this House. Let me just . . . thank you. Let me
just read [Standing Order] 11(2)(iii): “(2) Members
shall preserve the decorum of the House by observing
the following:” (one of which is) “(iii) While a Member
is speaking, all other Members shall be silent or shall
confer only in undertones . . .”
And we all smile about it. You know? Yet we
are supposed to be setting examples. And it also, the
final part of it says, “and shall not make unseemly interruptions.” Let us be respectful.
Honourable Member, carry on.
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Mr. Speaker, we know that
since 2008, Bermuda has lost basically 3,000 employees. Three thousand expatriates have left and
returned and gone elsewhere. And we know that, for
our economy to succeed, we have to build those
numbers up. And I believe, and we believe, that foreign direct investment is another route that we can get
to encourage foreign investors to come back to Bermuda.
They do not have to invest $150 million. There
are some foreign investors that may want to buy a
piece of Premier Cannonier’s gas station, as an example. And they will say, Okay. Here is $2 million for
20 per cent of the company.
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The Speaker: Carry on.
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: So, Mr. Speaker, what I am
saying is that these direct investments take many
forms, many layers. There are the top layers that say,
I am going to invest $150 million. There are other layers that say, I am going to invest $50 million. And
there are others that would say, I am going to invest
$2 million. We have to make ourselves attractive to all
investors along the spectrum. Because we, like other
global economies, are competing for the same foreign
direct investment. And we have got to get an infrastructure in place so that they can be attracted.
They can go to anywhere in the world. As long
as we have our economy in the state that it is in, we
will not be as attractive as other jurisdictions.
Mr. Speaker, I shall now move on to another
area. I just responded to a comment that was made in
the Opposition’s Budget [Reply]. They say, on page
21 of the Opposition’s response, under Investing for
the Future, “Create a Bermuda fund.” Mr. Speaker, I
was surprised to see that there. In principle, I have no
objections. But I would have thought that our smoothtalking Shadow Minister of Finance would have noted
that a Bermuda fund already exists. And there is no
reason why we . . . And that Bermuda fund already
has competent portfolio managers which . . . there is a
fund company which is managed by one of our banks.
And they have a Bermuda fund, which invests, and I
will quote, if you allow me, Mr. Speaker?
The Speaker: Yes.
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: This Bermuda fund, “to
achieve long-term capital growth and income by investing in a diversified portfolio of Bermuda assets; to
invest in the equities, securities of companies incorporated in Bermuda or having a substantial presence in
Bermuda; as well as the debt securities of those companies and those of the Bermuda Government.”
So what I am saying, Mr. Speaker, the engine
is already here. If they want to work with the pension
fund managers, Government’s pension fund managers, and see how we can infuse more investment in
our local community, it is already being done. All you
have to do is make a presentation to the Bermuda
fund managers, who will provide objective assessments of the investments in which the pension funds
are made.
[Inaudible interjection]

[Inaudible interjections]
The Speaker: Did Honourable Members hear me just
speak! Did Honourable Members hear–me–just–
speak?
[Pause]

Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Well, you are talking about
Sovereign Wealth fund, but you did not have the Sovereign Wealth fund. You did not qualify it as Sovereign
Wealth funds.
So, Mr. Speaker, I am just sharing this with
the Opposition so that they can do more research on
this matter. Because had they done more research,
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they would have seen that a Bermuda fund is already
up and running. In fact, the Bermuda fund was incorporated in 2002, and a number of Bermudians and a
number of foreigners have invested in this fund.
Mr. Speaker, the other issue that I would like
to address, and again, my cousin, the Honourable
Derrick Burgess, raised (I said, Oh, he must have
been looking at my notes.)
[Laughter]
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: And that is the issue of pensions.
Mr. Speaker, the issue of pensions is a very,
very serious issue for underfunding purposes, especially the Government pensions. I was reading one of
the mayors of New Jersey, I think, went so far as to
say that the pension programmes for most municipalities is so underfunded that it is going to lead to the
bankruptcy of a number of these municipalities. Now, I
am not going to say that we are going to be there. But
this is going to be a real problem for us, going forward.
And let me share with you, Mr. Speaker, if you
do not mind. I have a copy of the SAGE report here.
And the SAGE report clearly summarises the liabilities
and assets and the underfunded amounts of our pensions. So the Bermuda contributory pension, social
st
insurance . . . And this is a figure as at August 1 ,
2011. The liabilities were $3.604 billion. The assets
covering those liabilities were $1.538 billion. The underfunded balance is $2.066 billion. Mr. Speaker,
those are dramatic, unsustainable numbers.
Then you look at the Public Service Commission Superannuation Fund. The liabilities, $1.475 billion, and the assets, Mr. Speaker, are $500 million.
Let me repeat it. The liabilities are $1.475 billion; the
assets, $500 million. The underfunded portion is $973
million.
And even here in the House, Mr. Speaker, the
Ministers and Members of the Legislature Pension
Fund, the liability is $35 million, and the assets are
only $12 million. Again, we are underfunded. We in
this House are also underfunded by $23 million.
So, Mr. Speaker, if you add up all of the liabilities for the Government’s three pension schemes, the
liabilities total $5,114,000,000, the assets total
$2,052,000,000.
The
unfunded
portion
is
$3,062,000,000. Mr. Speaker, if we add this to our
deficit, if we add this to our liability, we are in a sad
state, because at the end of the day we have to do
what we have to do to manage this. A lot of people will
be in a position where they will not benefit from their
pensions at all—at all! And this has been going on
way too long. It has not been managed. And again,
the Minister of Finance has a difficult task ahead of
him.
I was listening to the Shadow Minister of Finance give his presentation on the pensions, and I
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was hoping that he would give his recommendation on
how his party would address our pension dilemma.
But it never came, Mr. Speaker. It never came. The
Honourable Derrick Burgess indicated that, yes, we
need to extend the pension age to 67. My colleague,
the Honourable Finance Minister, said there will be no
cost-of-living increases.
Mr. Speaker, as was said, we are all going to
feel the pain. We are all going to feel the pain. And
that is why, Mr. Speaker, we still need more workers
to come into this country so we can build up the assets of these programmes, because if we do not build
up these assets, those young people that are 35 years
old may not be able to draw a pension if they are
working for Government. We guys, in the 60s and
50s, we may have some money, but our children coming behind us, nothing. We just have to look out for
them. And that is a sad state.
We should have had a plan in place to address these underfunded deficiencies, and it has been
left on the carpet and it has not been addressed. So I
understand that the Minister has plans in addressing
this. It is a difficult plan. It is a tough plan. But his first
step is to basically not allow cost-of-living increases. It
is a sour pill. But guess what, Mr. Speaker? It has to
be done. It has to be done for our young people and
for those young employees who are entering the
workforce today so that they will have something tomorrow. We owe them that responsibility.
Mr. Speaker, the other issue that I would like
to raise, and it all goes back to the number of employees. Mr. Speaker, we know that in Bermuda most of
Bermuda families invest in real estate. And because
the numbers are down, because the GDP is down,
because employment is down, we know that a lot of
rental properties are vacant. I did not realise how
many properties were vacant. Part of the issue is . . .
number one, a lot of the landlords have said, I am not
prepared to rent my property to people who will destroy my property. Or, I will not rent my property to
people who will not be able to afford the rent. Or, I will
not rent my property to people on financial assistance,
because they do not want to deal with the government.
Mr. Speaker, this is a dilemma. It is a dilemma
for some who are looking for places to live. This is a
dilemma for landholders who have built an apartment
downstairs of their home to help supplement the income for their mortgages and pay for their children’s
education.
Mr. Speaker, as was said by the Minister of
Finance, the only way that we can begin to address
this problem is through expanding the workforce. The
numbers speak for themselves. The impact on the
economy speaks for itself. And we have no alternative
but to be more attractive as a jurisdiction to attract
more human capital so that we can get the engine of
Bermuda’s economy running again, Mr. Speaker.
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Mr. Speaker, the other issue that I would like
to address—
The Speaker: You have 2 minutes and 14 seconds.
Mr. N. H. Cole Simons: Already two minutes.
Mr. Speaker, the issue about the marijuana
and Colorado, comparing the revenues in Colorado
and how decriminalisation of marijuana in Colorado . .
. Colorado had $134 million in new revenues at the
state. That is an estimate, as some colleagues said.
But we cannot be compared to Colorado. I mean, we
are at 60,000. You do not think that we are going to
get 500,000 tourists coming here because of decriminalisation?
Mr. Speaker, at the end of the day, decriminalisation is an issue. It is a thorny issue. And there
are pros and cons. But I do not believe that we as a
country should depend on the revenues of decriminalisation to support our economic base, Mr. Speaker.
Mr. Speaker, with those few remarks, I think I
am finished my presentation. Thank you.
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
Would any other Honourable Member care to
speak?
The Chair now will recognise the Honourable
Member from Warwick, the Leader of the Opposition.
MP Marc Bean, you have the floor.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Good morning, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Good morning. It is morning. Yes, it is
12:01.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It sure is. It is a new month,
Mr. Speaker.
st

The Speaker: New month, yes, March the 1 .
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, first and foremost, like others on my side of the aisle, I would like
to extend my profound gratitude to my Shadow Minister of Finance, MP David Burt, for an excellent, comprehensive Budget Reply.
As mentioned by I think a few of us listening
to the debate, especially from the other side, people
could be forgiven in thinking that MP Burt is the actual
[substantive] Minister of Finance, because the majority of the critique today has not been on the Budget
Statement, but the Budget Reply, which speaks volumes—whether good or bad. But it speaks volumes.
But MP Burt’s presentation was detailed and rational.
It was balanced, it was sensible and it was a clearly
articulated glimpse into the economic vision of the
Progressive Labour Party. I am grateful to see that the
One Bermuda Alliance, some of their Members, focused on that.
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Likewise, Mr. Speaker, I would like to extend
my credit and gratitude to the [substantive] Minister of
Finance, Mr. Bob Richards, also for his presentation.
Quite frankly, it has initiated a very robust debate on
the economic affairs of our country, and I offer no criticism whatsoever—no criticism at all to the Minister
and his Budget, as we recognise that it is, in fact, similar in spirit to our Budget Reply. In fact, it is the same
in nature, just different in degree, as far as I am concerned.
What is interesting, and I hope that if there is
a lesson to be learned, Mr. Speaker, it is that that $45
million overspend should, I hope, provide a dose of
humility to the One Bermuda Alliance Government
and to the Minister of Finance. The humility should
encourage us to recognise that there is a difference
between public sector and private sector management, a big difference. And as they now know on that
side of the House, unlike the private sector, you have
a bureaucracy that you are challenged with when
managing the public sector. So regardless of what you
may think of yourself in a board room of a business, it
is a whole next kettle of fish when you assume the
reins of management of a government.
Mr. Speaker, quite frankly, we all agree that
spending must be reduced. We all agree that revenues must be increased. And so the debate really is
about, How do we get there? What is the method that
we will get there? Many people in this country, and
maybe even in this House, would be surprised to
know that the Honourable Minister Richards and MP
Burt are adherents to the philosophies of Mr. John
Maynard Keynes. In fact, their favourite modern economist is Nobel laureate, Dr. Paul Krugman, columnist
for the New York Times. Even MP Commissiong is a
lover of Paul Krugman.
So even though we have persons on opposites of the House, from an economic perspective,
ideologically, they are all in the same boat. And that is
not a negative comment, because in fact Keynesianism is the mainstream economic stream of thought
today in academics, in government, taught in universities and in other spheres of influence.
The good thing is that neither the Minister nor
the Shadow Minister, in terms of their Statement and
Reply, put into practice Keynesian prescriptions. That
made me feel a little bit more comfortable. Because I
am going to tell you straight—well, not tell you
straight, Mr. Speaker, but make it clear—that I reject
the economics of Keynes and Krugman with every
bone in my body, ideologically, not personally. But I
reject Keynesianism. I absolutely do.
See, Keynesianism is based around aggregate demand. That is the sacred cow, aggregate demand. We need consumption to rise. But I come from
a stream of thought that says that you cannot consume what is not produced. You cannot consume
what is not produced. So, when we are talking about
economic growth, it is not about boosting consumption
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through various forms of spending. When we are talking about economic growth, we should be focused on
capital accumulation through savings and investment.
We should be talking about investing that capital into
capital goods, which produces consumer goods.
Let me use a quick example, because there is
a reason why I am starting my remarks based on the
overall overarching theme of economic philosophy
which shapes our policy. Twenty years ago, no one in
this room, no one in this world had any desire or demand for an iPad tablet. The reason why that demand
did not exist is because the iPad did not exist. Once it
was produced, once Mr. Jobs (or whoever was at Apple) decided to use their creativity and take the risk of
producing this iPad, that is when the demand was
stimulated. But without that innovation, without that
risk-taking, there would be no aggregate demand.
There would be no one asking for an iPad. So, the
way I look at economics starts with the production of
wealth and not the consumption.
That comes from a school of what we call the
Austrian School of Economics. If I criticise Keynesianism, it is because I come from a different perspective.
And from our side of the equation, I am sure we welcome that distinction between the two because it
helps to create robust debate amongst the Progressive Labour Party. So there is no division in that respect. But for me, I am an adherent of the Austrian
School. I am a student of Professor Carl Menger,
Ludwig von Mises, Murray Rothbard, Professor Robert Murphy and Professor George Reisman, to name
a few. Like I said, I reject Krugman and John Maynard
Keynes.
As such (I say all that to say this), for me, as
the Leader of the Progressive Labour Party, I say
without apology that, personally, I am a proponent of
smaller government. I am a proponent of smaller government. And I am a proponent of lesser government—not just smaller government, but a lesser government. What does that mean? Eventually, I would
like to see a situation in this country where we have
reduced spending and reduced taxation. Lower
spending and lower taxes, that is what “less government” and “small government” means. And lower taxes especially on the factors of production, land, labour
and capital.
As the Honourable Shadow Minister articulated and posited, we need to get rid of the payroll tax
because we are looking to create and stimulate employment. But that same principle applies to land and
capital also. So I look for the day that we just do not
have austerity measures where we cut the spending
of the government, but that is not extended to benefit
of the people. I would look for the day when we actually reduce the taxation in this country because we
have a smaller government, and we keep more money in the pockets of those who actually created that
wealth, the citizens of this country. That inherently is a
natural economic stimulus.
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But first, Mr. Speaker, first we must balance
the budget and then move to a surplus. And both
presentations have indicated a trajectory—different
glide path (a lot of aviation lingo to describe this economic thought). But it is the same destination. We
would all like to see a balanced budget, or even a
budget surplus, to reduce our deficit and to reduce our
debt.
But I think the subtle distinction is whether or
not the One Bermuda Alliance, in doing so, has a social conscience. Now, I am not saying that you do not;
but I hope that you do. Rest assured, the Progressive
Labour Party does. Our record shows it, sometimes to
the criticism of others. But we will never, ever put
people secondary over money—never, ever. So, low
taxes and low spending.
I have been waiting to hear from people as to
what actually stimulates an economy. What can the
Government actually do from a policy prescription
perspective to spur economic growth? Well, I will posit
that low taxes and low spending spurs private sector
growth, which is the precursor to any public sector job
losses. Because, quite frankly, those who work in the
public sector today did not get educated to say, Well, I
want to come back and work for government! What
they did say is, I want to get educated and have an
opportunity to apply my skill sets and to raise my
standard of living, whether it is in the public or private
sector. So we have to take this balanced approach.
I understand that we have to stimulate the
private sector before we even discuss job losses; if
not, the Financial Assistance budget will skyrocket.
Distress to the Government will skyrocket. So we
have to look at it holistically.
In terms of moving towards a balanced budget, Mr. Speaker, I would now like to speak to revenue
diversification, or revenue enhancement and diversification. The Minister spoke of a two-track strategy, the
One Bermuda Alliance. And I thought about it when
one of the Ministers repeated it, and I thought, Well,
how could you have a two-track strategy and you are
a one-legged pony? “One-legged pony” meaning that
you are so overly focused on international business—
which we do not reject, but we feel there is a need to
expand our economy, to diversify our economy. Even
the rating agencies encourage us to look to diversify
our economy. So we presented areas in which we
could diversify.
But before I get into those areas, I will briefly
speak of tax reform. Seriously, we really need to have
a serious discussion on tax reform. One position was
put forward already—eliminate payroll tax and, obviously, look for other areas in which we can fill the
shortfall. Also, and this might be a little departure,
might be surprising to my Shadow Minister, but there
is a compelling argument for us to consider the introduction of at least a 1 per cent corporate income tax in
companies that operate in this country. Just 1 per
cent.
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Now, some would say . . . And I do not want
to hear the scaremongering as if we are some captive
state to financial interests. Actually, we are. But I do
not want to hear it because that 1 per cent is not going
to drive these companies away. Okay? If they go to
Ireland, if they go to Switzerland, they are getting corporate tax rates upward to 15 per cent! So that is not
the reason. But when we are talking about a relationship, relationships should be mutually beneficial. And
right now, it does not seem that we are receiving the
benefit that they receive. I am not saying the same
benefit, but we should be able to determine that, yes,
this is mutually beneficial. If it is not, it creates tensions.
Likewise, in terms of tourism, we tell the world
that we are reviving. But then we cut our tourism
budget. Let me explain something real quick. Tax
concessions are short term, and they are useful. But
they are subsidies. And subsidies distort the market
process. In fact, subsidies in this regard are what are
called government intervention. And if you ask me,
that is the greatest hindrance and problem that is facing our tourism industry today—too much subsidisation, too much reliance on government intervention,
which creates laziness on the part of those who are in
the industry. That is why we do not see the aggressive
marketing like you would see in Sandals and Butch
Stewart and these other entities in the Caribbean, because we all have got this dependency, this crutch
that has been historic in this country in regard to tourism. And that must be broken.
And a good step would be to roll back those
tax concessions. If you cannot function without government subsidies, quite frankly, it is time to get out of
business. You actually, obviously, do not know what
you are doing. You are not competitive enough.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: We will get to moral hazard in
a few minutes.
Let us move on to . . . Well, real quickly, in
terms of the infrastructure strategy, I am glad to see
the Minister raise in his Statement a move towards
infrastructure strategy. Lord knows that is something
that we created. Then it was silently rejected by the
One Bermuda Alliance. But now we see in the Budget
Statement that it is front and centre, even talking
about the airport redevelopment, which we agree with
because, under Dr. Brown, a master airport development plan was produced. If you go to DAO [Department of Airport Operations] today, I am sure the model is still there.
So it is no quips on our side in terms of making that type of move, but an infrastructure strategy is
supposed to be comprehensive. It is supposed to be
coordinated. It is supposed to be rational. And that is
why we are encouraging the Government to not play
politics with it, but to pick it up. I am glad they did it,
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belatedly, when they decided that they can go to Miami and participate in the KPMG Summit.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Well, it may be profiling. But I
see it in the Budget Statement. So I am grateful that at
least the OBA Government is seeing the wisdom of
our previous actions.
Mr. Speaker, let me move on to diversification, because I see I have about 12, 13 minutes left.
Online gaming: Dr. Gibbons, the Honourable Member,
and the Honourable Member, Ms. Atherden, spoke in
a very defensive manner when the issue of online
gaming came up, a very defensive position. And they
spoke about credibility and jurisdictional reputation—
jurisdictional reputation. Well, do we not have a bank
that operates in this country that got fined a few
months ago over $1 billion for laundering multi-billions
of dollars of drug money? And we are talking about
jurisdictional reputation? I think we are across that
bridge, Mr. Speaker. We cannot just pick and choose.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: The Minister says, Maybe we
have.
Well, I tell you what. HSBC is not the first and
is not the last to do those types of activities. We could
live in denial. But that is the name of the game when
we are an offshore financial centre. We have to take
the good, the bad and the ugly. And if we are wise
enough, we can see the bad and the ugly before it
shows up on our doorstep. But some of it slips
through the cracks, aided and abetted by so-called
professionals in the financial service sector.
Mr. Speaker, what is amazing is, if you are
talking about jurisdictional reputation, are Ladbrokes,
Paddy Power, Bet365, Betfred, William Hill—are they
not credible companies? Because if they are not, then
how is it that they are the major sponsors of European
soccer? If you look on Real Madrid’s jersey, you see
“bwin.” If you look all around the EPL [English Premier
League] Stadium, you see the major sponsorship
coming from online gaming companies. So if they are
able to boost the EPL and European soccer, how is it
that they are not credible for a jurisdiction like us? It
does not square up. It does not square up.
But let me refer to the Budget Statement,
pages 8 and 9, by the Minister of Finance. At the bottom, “Key Elements of Economic Growth.” I will drop
down. It says, “This simple expression shows that it is
virtually impossible to grow GDP with a shrinking population unless there is some game-changing jump in
productivity, as happened with the invention of the
Internet. Without a game-changer, we have to depend
on incremental growth in population and small increases in productivity to grow GDP.”
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Well, Mr. Speaker, online gaming is a gamechanger based on the Internet! In fact, it is the only
game in town when we are speaking of e-commerce,
outside of Amazon and a few other retailers. But when
you are talking about the Internet and a gamechanger, then online gaming is it. And maybe, just
maybe, that will allow us to increase our productivity
without increasing our population, Mr. Speaker.
And so then, what was even more funny,
right, because Dr. Gibbons and Ms. Atherden, the
Honourable Members, were in direct contrast to the
Statement by the Minister of Finance. But you have
the Attorney General, the Learned Member, who got
up. And I thought that that was probably one of the
two foolish things I heard in today’s debate. But he
gets up, bumping his chest, and he talks about Gibraltar. And then he says that Gibraltar is frowned upon
by persons. I wonder, Well, who are they frowned upon by? Is it the UK?
No, it is not the UK. In fact, the UK sees a
cash cow in Gibraltar and has decided that they are
going to take steps to actually try and recoup that
business from Gibraltar by creating a point of consumption tax. So it is not something that the UK is
against because they have a moral issue with it. It is
an economic issue.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable and
Learned Attorney General says, Oh, the taxation in
Gibraltar is the company’s tax. It is just the company.
It is not the gaming tax, or the gaming tax is actually
derived from the companies. Obviously, he has never
heard of the term “gross gaming yield,” which is total
bets, minus wins. That is what gets taxed. But without
the consumer actually making the bet, there is nothing
to be taxed! So it actually is derived from the consumer. And then he gets up, beating his chest, strong and
wrong, and says that, Well, it is only $15 million received by Gibraltar. Well, I think it has already been
stated. The Honourable G. Licudi, Minister of Finance,
Education and Telecoms and Gaming, Budget
Speech 2013 says that—
The Speaker: Where are you reading from, Honourable Member?
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: This is just a paper that I got
off the Internet, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: All right.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sorry . . . $79.9 million is what
the Gibraltar Government—not economy, but Government—received from online gaming. Not all of it
directly through direct gaming tax, but you have income tax, you have corporate tax, all that adds—$80
million!
Then he says that the USA might have a
problem, or the USA is liberalising online gaming on a
state-by-state basis. So that argument is redundant.
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Okay? In fact, there is no correlation between brickand-mortar casinos and online gaming except for the
vertical integration that brick-and-mortar casinos are
engaging in because they feel that they are missing
out on a new revenue stream. But that is the only correlation. There is no other correlation.
In fact, Malta has an online gaming regime,
and they have brick-and-mortar. And the Malta online
gaming industry produced €50 million in taxation and
5,600 direct high-paying high-skilled jobs. And you tell
me that that is not something for us to look into? Like I
said, two-track strategy, one-legged pony.
So when I think of the Attorney General, I
think of the Honourable and Learned Member that
exhibits this extraordinary combination of ignorance,
which means you do not know what you are talking
about, and arrogance—you are still going to talk about
it. When you add the two, ignorance and arrogance,
together, what you get is gross incompetence. Because you got up, you spoke strong and you spoke
wrong, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Speak to the Speaker.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Sorry. You spoke strong and
wrong.
So, now let us move on to the blue economy,
seabed mining. Again, that was reduced in the discourse to looking for gold nuggets outside our reef
line. Dr. Saul must shake his head. Offshore fishery, a
$200 million a year industry based on our ICCAT [International Commission for the Conservation of Atlantic Tunas] quota. Boats, maybe $500,000 to $1 million
each; a shore-side facility, under $1 million; transport
links in this country already existed in Northeast Corridor. Capital investment via collective investment by
the fishermen themselves is the way to go. And they
are going to do it without Government. I can guarantee you that. I could speak with authority on that, Mr.
Speaker.
Now, let us move on to legalising cannabis.
Again, reduced the idea to some trivial discourse,
which makes me ask, Is the OBA really serious about
this issue? Let me give a quick glimpse of the potential economics, locally, not Colorado, from a resident
expert. Ten thousand local consumers smoking one
gram a day at $15 average per gram, because when it
will be sold legalised, it will be based on quality, not
quantity. A hundred thousand tourists additional who
consume three grams during their visit; tax all of that
at 20 per cent. That will produce approximately $20
million in consumption tax—$20 million, local economy, $20 million. And, obviously, it will create that real
multiplier effect that Keynesians like to speak about,
meaning that you have more people, people hungry,
restaurants, eat food, things are happening. Right!
That is a multiplier effect. I do not know about the fairy
tale stuff.
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Now, if you add $35 million from online gaming as a rough estimate, $5 million from the blue
economy (which is conservative) and $20 million from
the cannabis economy, that is $60 million additional in
revenue for the Minister of Finance. Who would turn
that away? And if it is a potential to get it, why would
we resist it? Two-track strategy, one-legged pony.
Mr. Speaker, I think I have three minutes?
Four minutes?
The Speaker: Yes. You have got 3:57.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Okay. BELCO. I liked the
concept of the interconnection agreement. But to me,
alternative energy, the economics is still not there for
me. Until such a time when people could see the
costs, the technology, the costs of actual installation
and operation, it is something that is viable. I just cannot see the consumer demand as people expect. But
hopefully, technology will improve.
In the meantime, I would hope that the Government takes their head out of the sand and reengages BELCO over the liquefied natural gas project. That is the mid- to long-term move that real serious countries are dealing with. It is not a renewable
source of energy, but it is certainly better than oilbased.
Also, health care reform. Everyone has avoided it. No real mention of it in our discussions. But I will
tell you what; it is one of the greatest cost impediments of our country. And we all deserve good health
care, health care provisions. But what I am proposing
is for us to have a serious discussion. Obviously, you
should know that I am not in favour of the
ObamaCare-type of health care plan, at all. In fact, I
am on the opposite side of the tracks. But we need to
have that discussion sooner than later. How is it that
one of the major cost centres of government does not
get touched during the Budget Statement? I do not
understand.
There is so much more that I could speak.
Obviously, I am running out of time, Mr. Speaker. In
terms of reforms, let me say this (if I can get anything
out). The Honourable Minister, Wayne Scott, got up,
and he thought that there was a central bank equivalent in Bermuda described as the Ministry of Finance.
What? Obviously, the Minister does not understand
the difference between fiscal and monetary policy, as
a Minister, as a businessman. But there is no . . . I do
not know how you could bring the two together.
Banking reform is needed and is needed now.
There is so much, I think that if I kept going, Mr.
Speaker . . . I have only got one minute?
The Speaker: You have got a minute thirty.
Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: A minute thirty, okay.
Banking reform is needed now. The problem I
have with the banks in Bermuda, I have many prob-
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lems with the banks in Bermuda. I consider them to be
predatory. I just consider them not good for our country. You see, Mr. Speaker, the Fed[eral] Reserve has
printed trillions of dollars, but you have not seen a
turnaround in the US economy. So it shows that money printing is not the solution. It is not the solution.
What it shows is that all of that new printed money is
being held by the commercial banks and is not really
being circulated.
So, the good thing about that is that if it was
circulated, we would have hyperinflation. But without it
being circulated, in the midst of predatory, what some
people call “banksterism,” the rich get richer and the
poor get poorer. And that is what we are seeing today.
By the way, in terms of HSBC and the withdrawals the other day, people took offence that they
were asking you why you want to withdraw your money. Well, I am going to let everybody know. Once you
deposit your money, it is legally no longer yours. Get
that in your mind. And it speaks to the fraudulent
foundation of fractional reserve banking, an inherent
moral hazard is embedded in the structure of fractional reserve banking. I am no friend of modern banking.
And I hope that our local banks remember that the
world is round.
Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank you, and I
would like to congratulate all who are participating.
The Speaker: Thank you. 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. I
am pleased to have the opportunity to be able to participate tonight.
Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member who
just finished his presentation, for 25 minutes, I really
enjoyed the presentation. Why did I enjoy the presentation? Because when you get into economic debate,
sometimes we have a good exchange, where you get
to get an in-depth knowledge of how people feel about
economics and what their beliefs are and what they
think will work and what they think will not work. It was
something very interesting about listening to the Honourable Opposition Leader speak, because he went
into some detail in the first 20 minutes, talking about
his economic theories.
As I listened to him, I thought to myself, Well,
he is speaking against his honourable colleague, the
Shadow Minister of Finance. Because the Honourable
Opposition Leader talked about he favoured a smaller
government with less taxation and less expenditure.
But his honourable colleague, who introduced the
Shadow Reply about 12 hours ago, is a typical taxand-spend liberal person who talked about a bigger
government, spend more money—
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Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker. Point
of order.
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Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: Mr. Speaker, point of order.
The Speaker: Yes?

The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Minister is misleading the House. The budget which I have proposed
cuts Government spending. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Hon. Marc A. R. Bean: It is clear. The last time I
spoke during my personal explanation, I declared my
interest because that was the first time I spoke on the
issue in the Honourable House.
The Speaker: Yes. Thank you, thank you. Yes.

The Speaker: Thank you.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, obviously,
the gentleman must be tired. But the budget he proposed is an increase of spending from the Budget tabled by the Honourable Finance Minister. That is a
fact. Can I get to him to say point of order on that one,
Mr. Speaker?

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I think we should do so
every time, Mr. Speaker.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Grant does all the time—
the Honourable Member does all the time.

Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Honourable Members, just speak here.

The Speaker: Sure.

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Now, Mr. Speaker—

POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

[Inaudible interjections]
[Gavel]

Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Minister is misleading the House.
The Speaker: What is the point?
Mr. E. David Burt: What he has said is that we are
proposing a larger government, and the budget that I
put forward today proposes a reduction in spending.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: That is not correct, Mr.
Speaker. Just look at the numbers. And I will take you
through the numbers if you want, and then I will show
you the numbers. Their spending is more than what
the Shadow Minister of Finance proposed. So, you
know, he can go on and procrastinate all he wants
about this. The fact is, he is a tax-and-spend—
The Speaker: The Honourable Member.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: The Honourable Member
is a tax-and-spend liberal, in total difference to the
Opposition Leader, who was making some good
sense.
Mr. Speaker, the Opposition Leader, I was
quite surprised the last couple of minutes of his reply
did not declare his interest in a business he just
opened. I think he should have. I just want to bring
that to the attention.

Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, just before I
get into the main body of my presentation, I also
showed some restraint and did not interrupt the Honourable Opposition Leader because I was enjoying
the presentation. But he lost me at the very end when
he attacked somebody on our side and used language
that I thought was uncharacteristic for this place, referring to a Member as showing ignorance, arrogance
and gross incompetence, Mr. Speaker.
For 25 minutes of the Honourable Opposition
Leader’s comments, he was batting on a solid wicket.
He was showing leadership, he was talking about policies and theories that made sense to a lot of people
and certainly were worth listening to. But at the end,
he ruined it all by throwing just rude comments across
the floor at a Member with whom he disagrees.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: And now, you know, he
interpolates the truth.
Mr. Speaker, those types of small, narrowminded comments serve no purpose in this place. And
I wanted to mention that before I moved on, because I
feel very strongly about it.
The other thing the Honourable Member said
was about the cannabis discussion. And I cannot recall the—
[Inaudible interjection]
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The Speaker: Carry on, Honourable Member.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: I just thought he might
have a point of order. He is still muttering.
The Speaker: Carry on. Carry on.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, he talked
about the cannabis—
[Gavel]
The Speaker: Honourable Members, no one interrupted your speech.
[Inaudible interjection]
[Gavel]
The Speaker: No one interrupted your speech.
Carry on, please.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
He talked about the cannabis discussion. I
cannot remember the exact words. But he sent belittling comments to the current debate that was going
on and presented his belief of what should take place,
and he did not say who his source was, but he said he
had a reliable source to get some information.
Mr. Speaker, I am not going to get involved in
that debate at this time because this Government is
committed to reviewing the subject, to consultation.
That consultation goes on. But I think we are doing
ourselves a grave disservice if we are going to rush
ahead on a very important subject and not allow the
people to fully understand what we are trying to do
here, and consider the consequences of any decisions we might want to make.
[Inaudible interjections]
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, as colleagues are well aware on both sides of the floor,
when it comes to legislation that we might make here,
we have to consider what the Honourable—
[Gavel]
The Speaker: I am going to ask Members again!
Maybe I need to read one more time! Maybe I need to
read one more time. One more time I need to read.
[Pause]
The Speaker: Honourable Minister, carry on, please.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
As I was saying, any legislation that we make
in this Honourable Chamber has to stand the scrutiny
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in a couple of places. Firstly, the Honourable Governor will have to sign off on it. So, if we jump quickly to
make it legislation and have not thought it through, we
run the risk that the Governor will not sign off on it.
Secondly, as it comes to cannabis reform, if
we do not understand fully what our American friends
will accept, we could be making a grave error. This is
the type of issue for which we need to consider all
consequences before we rush into any decision just
for the sake of the almighty dollar, Mr. Speaker.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the Honourable Member
said that there has been very little talk about the Government Budget. Well, certainly, I want to thank the
Honourable Finance Minister for a very sound Budget.
st
It was presented last week, on the 21 , against the
backdrop of concern, and perhaps fear, in the community about layoffs and redundancies. The Finance
Minister put all that to rest when he read it out last
week.
This is a good Budget because it severely
limits any tax increases, and it continues with the tax
concessions that have gotten bandied about in some
negative light by honourable colleagues on the other
side of the floor. And let me be very clear: We in this
side support those concessions, and that is why they
are still there. And why, Mr. Speaker, do we support
those concessions? Simply put, those concessions
will keep Bermudians employed. Honourable Members on that side talk about jobs and layoffs. These
concessions will help keep Bermudians employed.
Obviously, they cannot see that. But thank
God you have got a Government that can see it loud
and clear. All the scaremongering about layoffs and
redundancies before the Budget last week have been
put to rest. The Finance Minister clearly laid that out.
This Budget strikes the correct balance between the
need, the dire need to get public finances in good order and under control, and protecting people from rising taxes in a period where many people still struggle.
This Budget shows a true understanding, Mr. Speaker, of the people’s plight in these tough times that we
still face.
Yes, Mr. Speaker, there is a 7 per cent cut in
Government spending. This Budget does send a clear
message that this Government and the Minister of
Finance understand our challenges and can dig us out
of the hole.
And before I go any further, Mr. Speaker, let
me commend all the unions that represent the Government workers within the Civil Service for coming to
the table and having mature discussions with Government last summer to come up with the two-year
agreement on the cut in wage and the furlough day.
This sent a strong signal to the community that we
can come together in the interest of trying to pull Government out of the challenges we face.
I think it is important every time we have the
opportunity to recognise the sacrifice that the unions
and the workers have made to put us in a position to
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take a big first step towards the $70 million cut that
the Minister of Finance would like to put through in the
first year. That concession amounts to about $24–$25
million, and puts us well on the way to that.
Now, Mr. Speaker, another thing that I am
very pleased to be able to talk a bit about tonight is
the Finance Minister’s three-year budget plan, the first
time we have actually seen that. Not only does he
have the revenue estimates and the expenditure estimates for 2014/15, but also there are two new columns in there for 2015/16 and 2016/17. The Minister
of Finance clearly has a plan. He will work this plan.
And we can all be measured by the plan, going forward.
Now, Mr. Speaker, in any economic debate, it
is important that we do look at the numbers. I usually
start when I look at the numbers, I look at the bottom
line first. Because I figure, if you look at the bottom
line, you can see where you expect to end up, whether it is a budget or whether you are reviewing a financial statement. And it gives you some insight, as you
look at the rest of the numbers, of where you have
gone. The challenge that I have, Mr. Speaker, with
this PLP Reply to the Budget is it is short in two areas.
One, is it is an Opposition Reply. So that is just it. In a
year’s time, no one will be talking about that Reply,
because it is pertinent today and then it slips away.
The Government document, which I have in
my hand now, is something that is going to be measured by.
And what is the second reason why I certainly
do not have a lot of time for that Reply to the Budget?
Well, let me tell you why, Mr. Speaker. Let us look at
the past history of the former Government—because
they talk so much about the numbers and how important they are. The Finance Minister was given a
budget that, to some extent, was quite a way along in
the preparation period when the current Government
won in December of 2012. He had very little opportunity to play much with those numbers. We see it
presented here today with the bottom line, the deficit,
being $1 million away from what it was estimated to
be in the beginning when it was laid—$1 million. In the
scheme of things, it is less than 1 per cent. Now, the
bottom line does not look good, because it is a $332
million deficit. But the estimates were accurate.
But look at what the former Government did in
the PLP. And this is important to look at because any
time you are doing budgets, you have to look at the
credibility of the people saying what they are going to
come up with, what their past record is. We can start
back in 2007/08. At that time, they said the bottom
line, the budget surplus, the deficit, after everything
was considered, would be $108 million in the red. It
ended up at $136 million in the red—$28 million more
on the wrong side. The next year, $131 million in the
red was forecasted. It ended up at $241 million, another $110 million to the wrong side. This is ugly.
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In 2009/10, $148 million deficit was forecast; it
actually ended up to $209 million, another $61 million
on the worst side. It gets worse again, 2010/11, from
$143 in the red to $234 in the red at the end, another
$111 million worse than predicted. And in 2011/12, it
was $147 to $229, [a difference of] $82 million worse,
and in 2012/13, $172 to $226, which is $54 million
worse. Not one year—not one year of those six years
that I just referred to—was it even anywhere within
2 per cent or 3 per cent.
Now, I heard my honourable colleague, the
energetic and good Minister of Tourism and
Transport, talk about the budget deficit and how the
PLP created it. I just referred to six years that added—
get this number, Mr. Speaker—$446 million to the deficit because of poor budgeting. Half a billion dollars of
our two billion dollars in debt we are now was for the
six years in the PLP because they got the budgets
wrong. So how can you believe this document that
comes today? The track record is not even a onelegged pony. That pony cannot come out of the stable, its got no legs.
[Laughter]
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Now, Mr. Speaker, the
honourable colleagues who spoke before me also referred to cuts in budgets and how they wanted to put
some money back. So in the Reply right here, it is like
three kids going to the candy store, and they say,
Hey, let’s give Education $5 million more, let’s give
Energy $5 million more, let’s give Tourism Authority
$5 million more, let’s give Bermuda College $2 million
more, let’s give the Bermuda Police Service $2 million
more.
Mr. Speaker, that is not the way you run a
government. That is the way you might go in the candy store with $5.00 and figure up how you are going to
spend. I’ll get two tic-tac-toes and two bubble gums
and one lollypop. Come on, Mr. Speaker. They refer
to National Security. Let’s give them $2 million more
because the budget was cut. Well, how can we believe what those honourable colleagues say?
I will go back to the numbers again. In
2007/08, the estimate for the police budget was $57
million. What did we end up paying at the end of that
year? Sixty-nine million. So they said $57 million, we
spent $69 million; that is pretty good.
But it goes on for the next five years. With the
budget estimate, it was never $10 million close to the
final number that was spent—never $10 million close
to it. And they have the nerve to come here today and
say, We’ve cut the police budget and we need to give
more money? I almost fell out of my chair. I almost fell
out of my chair, Mr. Speaker, because you cannot
believe that hogwash.
Furthermore, Mr. Speaker, honourable colleagues must not have been listening, because we
have said in this Chamber a number of times, most
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recently with the Throne Speech, the reason why we
believe we will be able to have those cuts within National Security, specifically, the police, is because we
are going to go back and negotiate the conditions of
service orders with the police.
And I hear the Honourable Shadow Finance
Minister laughing. But I would be happy to hear him
laugh more and more and more. Because once we
deal with these things, he will have to say, Thank you
for the laugh, and thank you for the work. Thank you
for getting the job done.
Mr. Speaker, I take this Budget very seriously,
as all my colleagues do. I know that the honourable
gentleman who sits two seats down from me, when he
brings a budget to the table, that budget is going to
work. And he is going to make that budget work. And
you know what is also very exciting and interesting for
me? I know by nature he is tough, he is straight, he
says it like it is. But he is also a bit conservative.
Take a look at the estimate for revenue for the
current financial year that ends in a month. It was
$871 million. That has increased to $892 million. I believe that the current Budget is a bit conservative. But
we will see as time goes forward.
And, Mr. Speaker, as we talk about the PLP,
the former Government, not being able to budget,
well, look at the Honourable Opposition, the last
budget they had a chance to, as far as the revenue
side . . . and that is why the revenue number of the
PLP is somewhat laughable in this budget, because
they say it going to be higher than we have estimated.
But for the last budget in 2012/13, the Government at
that time (now the Opposition) said, Our revenue
would be $909 million. Well, Mr. Speaker, it did not
get close. It was $867 million.
So they cannot get the revenue side right.
They cannot get the expense side right. So why
should we believe those numbers? It does not give
you any comfort in trying to believe those numbers as
you go forward.
However, on the other hand, if you look at
what the Honourable Bob Richards has done with finance, he has looked under the hood. He diagnosed
the problem. He put in place steps to deal with the
problem, and he has told his colleagues clearly, This
is what you are going to have to work with. You are
still going to have to get the job done. We are going to
hold your feet to the fire. And I think we can do that.
We have made tremendous progress, Mr. Speaker,
no doubt about it.
Sometime, you need to keep reminding of the
progress, because, as one of my colleagues said earlier in the day, we do not talk enough about the good
things we have done. What was one of the first things
the Honourable Finance Minister went out and did?
He went on a road show, and he raised $750 million,
which was three years of funding that we needed to
run this Government, at rates that nobody thought the
Honourable Member could get. We need to give him
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credit for going out and doing that. That saved us a
significant amount of money and put us in a position
for the Finance Minister to chart the three-year course
that he has come back with today.
Every year, we will get a little bit healthier, we
will get a little bit stronger, a few more jobs will be
created, and more hope and confidence will be
breathed into our economy. That is called stable, solid
leadership, Mr. Speaker.
However, if you look at the PLP Opposition,
they come here today and they keep kicking the can
down the road. KBB [Keep Bermuda Beautiful] would
not like them at all. They are not picking up the trash.
They just keep kicking it down the road. It is quite
laughable, really. In 2014/15, they keep spending
more money. In 2015/16, they spend more money,
but—
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Yes.
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is again
misleading the House, where he is talking about
spending increases where they do not exist. In addition, Mr. Speaker, he is saying that the Minister of Finance borrowed $800 million to get through three
years, when the Budget says that it will not get
through three years.
The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Minister needs to
learn up and pay attention.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you. Thank you.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, I will carry
on.
And then we get to 2016/17. And here is a
[former] Government that has talked all the time about
they are trying to really raise the fear in the community
about layoffs and redundancies and everything. And
lo and behold, we look at 2016/17 (it is on page 13 of
the [Reply to the] Budget) and he says [that] in
2016/17, “The spending freeze will require savings
within the civil service.” He does not say how the savings will come about. They just say, It is going to require savings. Very interesting, is it not? They talk
about the Government not expanding. But they just
gloss right over that line. Very interesting, very interesting.
When you really stop and read this—I read it
again a couple of more times this afternoon—there
are a number of lines in here that are quite alarming
for what they do, quite alarming. They talk about, on
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page 14, “We agree that we must reduce the costs of
government; and, we will support measures that accomplish that aim.” They have shot everything that
has moved on this side of the floor this afternoon!
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker!
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: How can they support it
if—
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order! Once again, the
Honourable Minister is misleading the House. We
have embraced many of the things that have been put
forward, and I said it in my own speech. Thank you,
Mr. Speaker.
The Speaker: Thank you. Thank you.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, and then on
page 15, it makes such a big deal about privatisation,
mutualisation, and get everybody all worked up in a
panic about it before we have even explained what we
are going to do, how we are going to do it, when we
are going to do it, who is involved.
But look at page 15. “The successful transition
of workers from the public sector to the private sector
is essential for the long term streamlining of the civil
service.” Now, but that was at the end of a paragraph,
and quickly you see the page turn like this, and go on
to the next page!
[Laughter]
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: But I read it again. I said,
“The successful transition of workers from the public
sector to the private sector is essential . . .” Now, Mr.
Speaker, if that does not mean—
Mr. E. David Burt: Point of order, Mr. Speaker.
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The Speaker: All right. Thank you.
Hon. Michael H. Dunkley: Mr. Speaker, let me read
that again, because I do not hear “attrition.” I do not
hear any of that stuff. It says, “The successful transition of workers.” They do not explain how to do it in
any way. So, should we not be concerned? Should we
not be concerned? I am concerned. Because if you do
not explain, I do not know, and I am concerned.
You know, when I was younger, growing up, I
asked my mother and father a lot of questions, because I did not understand some of the things that
they were saying. They took the time to explain it. And
I understood.
They want to rush through that. Yet, they want
to criticise us and cast doubt and fear over some of
the things we say. I am not buying it. Even though it is
late at night, he can try it on, but not tonight. Not happening with me.
So, Mr. Speaker, I have enjoyed this debate
today, and I think it has shown clearly that we have
made a lot of progress, but there is a lot more that has
to be done. We understand very clearly that people in
this Island that we all call home and paradise are hurting badly. This Government is committed to doing
everything we can to turn that around. But we are not
going to be unrealistic in how we do it. We are not
going to kick the can down the road. We will continue
to watch out for the future of all Bermudians. I have
faith in my colleagues on the Government side. I certainly have faith in the Honourable Finance Minister to
keep this ship going in the right direction.
It is taking some time to turn it around, but I
do believe we have started to turn it around. The
Honourable Opposition always talk about us working
together, because surely, Mr. Speaker, if we squabble
party to party, the people will suffer. If we squabble
party at party, the Island is going to suffer. And if we
squabble party at party, the next generation is going
to suffer. If the Opposition is really genuine and sincere in helping us get out of this mess, they will criticise less, understand more and work together more.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Yes.
[Desk thumping]
POINT OF ORDER
[Misleading]

The Speaker: Sorry?

The Speaker: All right. Thank you, Honourable Member.
Is there any other Honourable Member that
would care to speak?
The Chair recognises the Honourable Premier. Premier, you have the floor.

Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is misleading the House. I will help him if he likes.
The paragraph to which he is referring is not
referring to privatisation. It is referring to attrition and
people moving out of the Civil Service.

Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you very much.
I think what I would like to do first, really, is to
say that I have very much enjoyed the debate today. I
believe that it has been entered into with all good intentions. So, this Honourable House has done itself

Mr. E. David Burt: The Honourable Member is misleading the House. I will help him if you would like.
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well in the debate that we have had today on this
Budget.
I would first like to thank the Honourable Finance Minister for the endless hours and time that he
has put into this Budget for the Year 2014/15. We
have spent many hours together on our approach to
how we move this country onto a better path. And I
believe that this Budget is representational of those
many hours that we have spent together, and the
many hours that he has spent in ensuring that all Ministers, all departments are kept within a disciplined
line to ensure that we do the best that we can with
what we have.
The real starting point for this Budget is captured in these words here: “The status quo is the enemy. If we don’t change, there will be no improvement. If we don’t change, we will only get more of the
same, which is not what this Government wants nor, I
am sure, what the Bermudian people want” for this
country.
If we look at the reality of where we are, it
goes without question—massive debt and a Government we simply cannot afford. Our assignment as
th
Government, since December 17 of 2012, is to fix
what we inherited, to put the Island on the road to recovery and renewal. And I know a lot has been said
about, Well, you know, you keep going back and saying 14 years and the likes. I just want to make this
point, that every decision that Government makes is
constricted by the legacy of what we have inherited.
Now, am I casting blame? No, I am not. Because I know many of our issues go back even further
than 14 years. And I personally believe that we have a
legacy of throwing money at our issues as opposed to
sitting down and really thinking about, What is the
best way forward, and how can we do it sustainably?
And why did we throw money at issues and challenges that we may have had? Because we could. We
were doing well, and there was surplus. So it is easy
just to say to your kid, Oh, here is some money, or,
Go sit in front of the TV and vegetate for a while, rather than really sitting down and looking constructively
at what it is that would be really good for that child,
sustainable and long term.
You can look at, very easily, some of the
things that we have negotiated, even in our collective
bargaining agreements, things that are unsustainable
by any government. How in the world did we get to the
point whereby we negotiated unlimited sick time for a
particular sector? That is unsustainable in any market
in anywhere in this world. It just cannot be done! But
these are the things that we have to face.
I am going to quote what Winston Churchill
said: “Gentlemen,” (including the ladies as well) “we
have run out of money; now we have to think.” Gentlemen, we have run out of money! Ladies, as well. It
is now time to think!
So, as I was going to approach this whole
Budget Debate, I kind of thought to take a different
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tack, because the Honourable Member Lister got up
and made me think of something that I had not really
put in context. He said, It is almost as if we are in a
holding pattern. He said that we are in a holding pattern. You know what? He is absolutely right. Because
we have run out of money. And the next best thing
that you can do now is to start thinking about how you
make this country sustainable with what you do have.
How do we do that?
We have a systemic problem. That is really
what we are wrestling with. Because when you look at
the budgets year after year after year after year, the
numbers fluctuate up and down, all over the place,
supplementaries every single year. And in Cabinet,
we have been sitting down and discussing the fact
that we need a real sit-down session to figure out, is
this is a realistic budget for this particular department?
Quite frankly, if you go through our history, it
is not making any sense at all. I can certainly just go
ahead and look at . . . I mean, they wanted to bring up
my travel. In 14 months, I spent less than what the
previous Government administration spent in nine
months! Yes!
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Oh, yes, you look at it. You
will see it.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: No, no, Cabinet, Cabinet.
The Speaker: Honourable Premier, speak to the
Chair. You need to speak to the Chair.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: And Cabinet, for Cabinet.
So, we see where we estimate at this amount,
and then we revise at this amount, and then the actual
amount that comes in, and the fluctuations are huge,
which suggests to me that we have a systemic problem. Something is wrong. So I like the idea of what I
heard before about this holding pattern. Absolutely we
are in a holding pattern! Because we have got to really look at what it is that we need to do.
I go back to the quote. “We have run out of
money.” And all this talk about, well, you know, we are
taking away a scholarship from here; we are taking
away from here. Well, all the interest groups want
money and want funding and want grants and want
scholarships! But just giving money and giving money
like we have been doing in the past, just giving more
money, does not solve the problem.
How is it that other countries that have less
are outperforming us in all kinds of different areas? So
it is not the money. We have got to stop and think
about what it is that we are doing. So, this Government is stopping to think about what it is that we are
doing as a country.
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We have sought to go and have a consultative
process. Yes, there is a whole lot of talk about privatisation and mutualisation. But guess what? We have
not taken those tasks on. The task that we have taken
on, Mr. Speaker, is to start talking about it and consult
with the interest groups and the stakeholders so that
we all understand the issues that we do have. The
one thing that we know for sure is the numbers do not
lie. The debt is over our heads. And we have a size of
Government that we cannot afford. As the Minister,
Honourable Crockwell, mentioned, 60 per cent? So,
60 cents out of that dollar that we receive goes to payroll?
Well, I know in the private sector, Mr. Speaker, if I get up to 30 per cent, I am screaming, We cannot afford this! If I am spending 30 cents on a dollar
for payroll. So we really need to stop, pause for a
moment, this holding pattern, and think about what it
is that we are doing.
I believe that there are four keys to the recovery for Bermuda. And they are exemplified in this
Budget by the Honourable Member, Bob Richards.
First of all, discipline. If we do not discipline ourselves,
we are just going to continue on doing the same old,
same old. And the status quo is not going to work.
Number two, we need to grow the economy.
We have heard all kinds of different suggestions, and
quite frankly, I really appreciate the approach of the
Honourable Shadow Finance Minister to the Reply to
the Budget in many of the suggestions that were given, much of it food for thought. We must take on these
ideas and thoughts and put them into the pan and decide what we are going to cook up and use. One thing
is for sure in growing the economy: We need to get
investors here, physically here, as well as bringing the
money that is in their pockets with them, as well.
Because the statistical department has already shown us that our birth rate is extremely low. In
fact, Mr. Speaker, on page 17, from the Department of
Statistics, the population projections for 2010 to 2020
(if you could just oblige me here), Bermuda’s population is due to shrink between 2010 and 2020. My
goodness. Our birth rate is right now at minus 1.4. So
we are dying as a nation.
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Seniors are living longer.
Incredible phenomena that our seniors are living longer, but yet, at the same time, our population continues
to decline.
But what it says here is that it gives some
suggestions as to what it is that we need to do, Mr.
Speaker, and what we need to work on to improve the
numbers in Bermuda. We have got to figure out how
to have fewer deaths, it says. We have also got to
figure out how to have more births. How about that?
We can figure that out? Yes, okay. Okay.
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[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: We have also got to figure
out how to have less emigration. Can we figure that
one out? Emigration, they are leaving. The unfortunate thing is that we have not been tracking the numbers.
Also, it says that we need to do and have
more immigration. And it continues on to say that we
need a combination of all of the above to improve our
position. Quite interestingly enough, Mr. Speaker, it
also goes on, further down the page, it says, “In addition, population decline can lead to a decrease in
housing demand resulting in falling prices. This could
be seen as beneficial to persons who are looking to
rent or buy a home. However, persons who rely heavily on rental income for their livelihood may suffer.”
Now, the reason I am bringing that up, Mr.
Speaker, is because there was one thing today that I
am going to take exception with. And that was a
comment by the Honourable Member, Walter, who
said and referred to real estate agents as “leeches.”
Now, the reason I am referring to that is this: One of
the great indicators of a healthy economy is the fact
that real estate is doing well. I want to be even more
specific about this here, and I mentioned this in the
House some time ago. Families in Bermuda, and particularly black families in Bermuda, have done well
because they were able to save, purchase a home
and use the equity in that home to further their wealth
in this country, and to also assist their children in going to school and all kinds of things.
The real estate market and many of us, our
forefathers, owned homes, but purchased them with
rental income in mind so that they could pay off their
homes. So, to refer to the market as being leeches
and the likes is quite disturbing, because many of us,
probably in this Honourable House, have sold real
estate or may have their licences. And it has created a
healthy income for not just themselves, but opportunity for their children.
What we have got to figure out is how to continue to have a healthy real estate market. So we
need to refrain from the negative comments in this
area, and let us get back to what made us great in the
past and continue to do it for the future. That is get our
property values back up again!
Now, the third point that I wanted to bring up,
as far as how I believe that we can move ourselves
into a better position is we need to care for our people. I believe that this 2014/15 Budget shows that.
How does it show it? No Government layoffs, no new
taxes and continuing social support programmes, continuing the support for social programmes.
The fourth one is, and I think this is where the
challenge comes in, the biggest challenge. Because
we can be disciplined. We are showing we can be
disciplined.
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We need to work better together. The starting
point for me is to recognise that we are fighting for our
future and that we should not be fighting against each
other, because we actually do live in a global market,
Bermuda. The enemy is out there. It should not be
within here. So we have got to find a way to start
working better together and discussing a new way
forward for this country. Because what we have been
doing is not going to work. So I give the Honourable
Bob Richards, the Finance Minister, great props for
halting the process so that we can think about the
next move forward and for keeping the options open
for many different things that we can do.
I want to show Bermuda that this Budget is to
ensure their future. Specifically with this Budget, Mr.
Speaker, what we wanted to do is show that we protect people from higher taxes, that we are going to
keep pressure off of families and that we are going to
promote the hiring of out-of-work Bermudians, help
businesses to get on with business and to stimulate
job growth. The Budget also meets these marks with
no new taxes, no tax increases, no layoffs for Government workers, and continuing the social programmes, as I spoke to already.
But the most important part, I think, out of all
of these really is the two, the discipline and working
together.
As I continue to think about this holding pattern, Mr. Speaker, I thought about the movie Unstoppable. Remember that movie Denzel Washington did
where he was on that train? It was done after the real
story of the CSX 8888 train. They did the movie years
ago, and they called it Runaway. They were trying to
figure out how to stop this train. What the OBA actually has inherited is a runaway budget. That is right, a
runaway budget. We have attached ourselves to
some serious financial challenges. And what we have
got to do is slow down this thing, to get it to come to a
halt.
So, when I hear Honourable Members in the
House saying, Well, where are all the jobs? And
where is this? And where is that?, knowing full well
that it is unrealistic after 14 months for us to have attached ourselves to a runaway budget and expect for
it to all be fixed in 14 months! Unrealistic! To give a
spin to the Bermudian people as if we have failed in
some way in this manner is wrong! That is why you
get the cause of the back and forward, Mr. Speaker,
because if you are going to go down that route, I am
going to remind you of the last 14 years. And people
getting up and talking about truth deficit. It was not us
who said on budget on time, not to come in on budget
on time, a former Premier. It was not us who said, Do
you feel the love? It was a former Premier who said
that. Yet the tourism numbers continue to decline.
It was not us who said we are going to mislead you. All I am saying is we need to stop the bantering back and forth and bring it up. You know? Let
us stop all of this here.
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[Inaudible interjections and laughter]
An Hon. Member: You woke Terry up.
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Woke Terry up, yes, yes.
No, he is awake, he is awake. He is always awake.
Oh, yes. His eyes might be closed, but he is awake.
No, no. He is awake.
So, we have got to find a way to have these
debates in here, and that is why I appreciate the Reply, because it has stimulated some very healthy,
healthy discussion. One or two comments out there
we could have done without. But it is what it is.
So, with this runaway train, runaway budget
that we have inherited, Mr. Speaker, I am glad to say
that the Honourable Finance Minister has found a way
to slow down this runaway budget so that we can start
thinking about what it is that we need to do. Because
in the frantic of the moment and in the depths of the
debt that we have, we can try all these fancy things
and after a month or two realise the fact that, Oh,
man, we made a major mistake! So we need to be
thinking about what it is that we want to do.
Now, one thing I will say, Mr. Speaker, is on
page 15 of the Reply, he talked about improving the
efficiency of Civil Service. I take that on seriously, because we do need to improve efficiency. We have an
unsustainable deficit. But yet, after a year, 14 months,
I can truly say, whether it is incremental or not (and
we can squabble over the small numbers or big numbers of whatever you want to call them), revenue is
up, Mr. Speaker. The numbers are not lying. You can
debate about how they got there, but revenue is up.
After being attached to a runaway budget and
a runaway unemployment rate that we inherited, Mr.
Speaker, the unemployment rate has decreased. Certainly, people are going to try and argue the numbers
and all the likes. But guess what? The numbers do not
lie. Unemployment has gone down. These are things
that we must, all of us, champion behind. Because
what it means is that we are moving in a direction that
the country needs to go.
So, I agree, we certainly do need to bring in
efficiency. We need to be more accountable to one
another. We cannot continue on negotiating agreements that we know are unsustainable. So, we have
got to put some accountability back into this. And yes,
we promised to the people of Bermuda that we will
continue to consult and will continue to debate. But
the one thing that we cannot afford to do is be too
slow about it.
So, with an urgency we must move forward.
But I do believe the intellect is within these four walls.
We can get it done. I have already seen it getting
done by what this Government has done thus far in 14
months. So, with that in mind, Mr. Speaker, I want to
again go back to (where is my paper here?) a quote:
“Our aim is to grow the economy to get our people
back to work. Our aim is to end, once and for all, . . .
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the debilitating public purse that we have.” We have
an opportunity to turn and change the course of Bermuda, to arrest it from its issues and challenges. That
is our task. And this OBA Government will do it.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
[Desk thumping]
The Speaker: Thank you, Honourable Member.
The Chair will now recognise the Minister of
Finance, who will close the debate.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
Thank you very much.
Much has been said today, and I will try to
keep my remarks mercifully short.
The Speaker: Thank you, sir. I appreciate that.
[Laughter]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: First, let me say, Mr.
Speaker, let me just make it clear insofar as the part
of my formal remarks as it relates to the Gaming Authority. I have said it in the press, but I want to say it
here in your precincts here in the Chamber, that I
misspoke.
I made the correction as soon as I found out
that I misspoke. I corrected it as soon as possible. But
it has been a week since I have been here, so I wanted to say that here on the floor of the House, that I
corrected it immediately as I discovered it. It was a
fleeting error, but I am happy to say it was a costless
error. And many errors have been made in this country in the public sector that have been anything but
costless errors. They have been errors that have cost
millions. At least in this case, that was not the case.
So I am grateful for that, too, because I am sure before I finish doing this job, I will make costly errors. But
that is just the nature of the beast.
I just want to reflect on some of the things that
have been said today. I will start with the comments
on my comments in the Budget Statement about
60/40. Some Honourable Members seemed to interpret what I said about 60/40 as meaning that the Government would remove 60/40 entirely. I never said
that, and to interpret that in that light would be incorrect. I never said that. People, if they want to make
that interpretation, they have to listen carefully to what
is said. I did not say that.
I certainly said that it should be liberalised to
make Bermuda more receptive to foreign capital. The
thing is, Mr. Speaker, nobody can force a Bermudian
to sell the majority of his asset. You know? It is not
possible to force somebody to sell an asset or a piece
of an asset to a foreigner. Quite frankly, if the asset
belongs to him, he has a right to keep it and he has a
right to sell it. The 60/40 law constrains that right, so
the default position should not be 60/40. The default
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position should be that he has the right to sell the asset.
Now, in the national interest, that default right
may or may not be overridden. But I want people to
think about this thing in that light, that the default position is the right of every person to sell or retain his
asset as he wishes, as opposed to the default position
being that the Bermuda Government is somehow going to protect you. That is the wrong position, I believe.
So, we need to kind of reset the way we think
about that. But certainly, the notion that somehow this
is going to protect us is a nonsensical notion, quite
frankly, and is a notion from a bygone era. We need to
make ourselves more receptive to foreign capital, and
this is one of the things that we are going to look at to
do that.
Now, as it relates to the plan outlined by the
Honourable Member in the Opposition who speaks for
Finance, I have a couple of comments on that. First
thing, let me congratulate the Member for a very good
response. It certainly was a lot better than last year’s,
and he spent a lot more time on it, and that is very
clear to me. And I appreciate that. It has really enabled us to have a much more fulsome debate, and his
efforts are not in vain. You know, he is a young man
and he is learning. And that is a good thing. Right?
[Inaudible interjections and laughter]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: No, he is learning by experience. Yes, yes.
Mr. Speaker, I listened to what was said. In
comparing the PLP vision to the Government’s vision,
there are clear differences. The PLP still seem to think
that they can spend more money than us and reduce
the deficit at the same time. This is just like, you know,
up is down and left is right. It just cannot happen.
They also have a notion that you can press a
button, and growth will happen and increased revenues will happen. Press a button, pull a lever and
presto! It happens. Well, the thing is, Mr. Speaker,
anybody who has run a business will know that the
hardest thing to do is to increase revenues. It is the
hardest thing to do. So, you know, to have a plan that
depends so heavily on that is a plan that is fraught
with difficulty.
I found it interesting that in the first part of the
Opposition’s presentation, they went out of their way
to tell Bermudians that the economy was a lot worse
off than I said it was. You know, you want to take that
view? Fine. Quite frankly, I said in my Statement that
the statistics were mixed. I did say that. I was accused
of cherry-picking. But the Honourable Member cherrypicked all the bad stuff. So that is okay.
But what I find to be interesting is that on the
one hand, the economy is still in dire straits, but on
the other hand, in a few years it is going to magically
revive under their plan. Well, you cannot really have it
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both ways. I mean, if the economy is flat on its back,
and in their plan, for them to take it to even further
heights than I am projecting is a bit hard to swallow.
So that is really not credible.
I found it interesting that the Opposition wanted to discontinue the concessions to hotels, restaurants and retail. Now, they did put those concessions
in there, but now they say they have got to go. They
are giving, I think, insofar as the average man in the
public is concerned—talk about market distortions . . .
You know, nobody knows what the heck that means.
The point is that that is a theoretical concept. The reality is, you get rid of those concessions, people are
going to lose their jobs. Simple as that. I like to just try
to keep it real here and simple. Get rid of those concessions, people will lose their job. Bermudian people
will lose their jobs. So that is why we did not get rid of
those concessions.
The Opposition is very keen on online gaming. That was one of the options that we looked at. We
consulted our stakeholder partners on this issue. And
the message that came back, particularly from our
international business stakeholder partners, was that
they thought that it would harm the reputation of Bermuda as a prime offshore financial jurisdiction. So, we
are not going to do that, Mr. Speaker. We are not going to jeopardise the only healthy industry we have in
this country for the notion that we will have online
gaming. We are not going to do that.
We are going to do what the Honourable Minister of Tourism says we are going to do. We are going to have an integrated resort model to bring gaming
to Bermuda and have them build up our infrastructure
in the process. So that is what we are going to do. We
are not going to do what the Opposition suggests in
that respect. We are not going to put that reputation,
that has been so hard to earn and keep, at risk.
Really, the PLP vision was interesting. But
really, Mr. Speaker, it was a crowd-pleaser type of
vision. It was crowd-pleaser type vision. It was not a
vision that had any connection with the real world. It is
the kind of vision that you can put when you are in the
Opposition, because you know it is not going to be
effectuated. You know it is not going to be effectuated
because you are over there. So it is one of those
things that sounded good, but it is what it is. And that
is really, quite frankly, how much it is worth.
Now, I am moving on because I can, Mr.
Speaker.
I just want to make one or two comments
about the SAGE Commission. You will recall, Mr.
Speaker, that a year ago, the Members on that side
kept us up to some ridiculous hour of the morning—
four or five o’clock in the morning—making it extremely difficult for us to pass the legislation to authorise the
SAGE Commission to do its work. And much to my
astonishment, a year later, the Honourable Members
on the other side are quoting left and right from the
SAGE Commission report! How ironic is that? So I
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guess the SAGE Commission actually did do something worthwhile after all. You know, they really did.
Now, they are advocating a RAGE Commission. Right? You know, I do not like the word “rage.” It
has very poor connotations, very, very poor connotations, although it is an acronym for something or the
other, I presume. But we in the Government are looking at ways to grow the economy and to increase
Government revenues. And we are consulting with
members of the private sector for ideas in that respect. We are not going to have a RAGE Commission. The SAGE Commission was enough. We are not
going to have a RAGE Commission, but we are consulting with the members of the community for ideas.
And quite frankly, I can say this, although it is in the
middle of the night, anybody who has got an idea to
grow the economy can come to me. I will be most
happy to entertain that idea, because myself and the
Honourable Member, Dr. Gibbons, you know, this is
what we do. So, you know, we are open to ideas.
But it does not mean that if somebody comes
up with an idea, that we are going to put that idea into
action. We will use our own judgment on that. So that
is important.
Mr. Speaker, the Members on the other side
love to characterise the One Bermuda Alliance as a
party of big business. But strangely enough, the Minister of Finance of this party, who is the party of big
business, is the first Minister of Finance to chastise
big business publicly. Now, how do you square that?
Either I did not chastise big business publicly, or their
characterisation of this party is wrong. It is wrong! And
their characterisation of this party is wrong.
What we do here, Mr. Speaker, is that we look
at things as they are. We try to make judgments in the
best interests of Bermuda. We know that job creation
comes from business. But if businesses are operating
in a way that are not aligned with public interest, then
we are not afraid to say so. The conditions that I described in banking and in BELCO have existed all
through the tenure of the PLP Government. Why did
they not say something about it? Why did they not say
something about it? Either, (a) they did not recognise
it was a problem; or, (b) they did not have the testicular fortitude to actually come up here and say something about it publicly! Now, which one is that? I do not
know. But they take one of those choices. Those are
the choices that they have to make.
We believe on this side, Mr. Speaker, that we
are here to lead, and leaders have got to have the
courage of their convictions to say what has to be said
as a way to try to get things moving forward. That is
what we do over here.
Now, I, too, like my colleague, the Honourable
Mr. Dunkley, was really interested in the phrase on
the bottom of page 15, which says, as I quote, “The
successful transition of workers from the public sector
to the private sector is essential for the long term
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streamlining of the civil service, to which both parties
are committed.”
Mr. Speaker, is that not exactly what mutualisation, outsourcing or privatisation does? Transfers,
transitions workers from the public sector to the private sector? Is that not exactly what we have been
talking about? Except that, you know, we have been
vilified for using a word that they do not like, right?
[Inaudible interjection]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: No, being vilified! But the
Honourable Member is saying the same thing that I
have been proposing!
Mr. E. David Burt: Mr. Speaker, if the Honourable
Minister will yield for a point of clarification on my remarks.
The Speaker: Okay.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Do not take too long.
Mr. E. David Burt: If he will yield.
The Speaker: Honourable Member, would you?
Do not take too long, because I need to get
out of here.
Mr. E. David Burt: Minister, trust me. I am very tired,
so I am not going to take too long. Writing a speech in
a week, as you know, is not very easy work.
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Tourism Authority, and I think the Tourism Authority
compensation must be competitive. But a lot of people
stayed in the government. So you are not going to get
much attrition with the government. You are going to
have to help them along. You are going to have to
help them along. And you have to put in an environment where they have what I called at the Chamber of
Commerce Breakfast, “the carrot and the stick.” You
have got to have rewards for good performance, and
you have to have consequences for poor performance.
One of the big problems in government is that
you do not have either. You do not have consequences for bad performance, and you do not get encouragement or reward for good performance. Therefore,
everything just sort of goes to mediocre. That is one of
the big problems.
Now, a comment on immigration. I know that
no matter how unpalatable the immigration position is
to PLP, the forces of economics do not recognise political preferences. You know, they may not like this
whole thing about the population decline, how it affects economic growth. They may not like it, but that
does not change it. The reality is what it is. And as the
Government, we cannot ignore that. Maybe they can
ignore it over there, but we cannot ignore that, because it is reality. We need more people in Bermuda—it is as simple as that—to make this economy
grow. And that is the reality no matter what they say
on it. They may not like it. They got all boogeymen
coming out of the wazoo.
[Laughter]

The Speaker: Go ahead.
POINT OF CLARIFICATION
Mr. E. David Burt: What I was saying in this, Mr.
Speaker, is the training that you put into the Civil Service to make civil servants better and more apt to
transfer into the private sector for long-term attrition.
That was the statement. It was not in regards to privatisation. I think I was very clear in regards to privatisation and also clear in my remarks towards mutualisation.
The Speaker: All right. Okay. Thank you. Thank you.
Minister?
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Mr. Speaker, now I know
how much they have read, studied and loved the report of the SAGE Commission. They may recall that
the Chairman of the SAGE Commission was on television to say that, you know, attrition does not really
exist in the Civil Service. People have it so good in the
Civil Service, they do not leave. And we have noticed
that people hang about.
Look what happened with the Tourism Authority. A lot of people had the opportunity to go to the

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: It does not matter. It does
not matter. The reality is what it is.
We have heard about, the Honourable Member had a whole section in his response on 14 years!
They do not want to talk about their 14 years. They do
not want to talk about their 14 years. Even the Honourable Member, my cousin, Honourable Member, Mr.
Lister, talked about do not want to talk about 14 years.
But let me say this, Mr. Speaker. Here is an
important point, and I kind of got into a little discussion
with Gary Moreno last Monday on this, is that in order
for anybody to measure the performance of this Government, you have to have something with which to
compare it. No metric is absolute. Every metric on
earth is relative. So, if you want to compare the performance of this Government, it has to be compared
to something. The something to which it is compared
to is their 14 years. You cannot get around it, mate!
You cannot tell me that I am a success or failure all by
itself. It has to be compared with something. And what
it is compared to is what you did.
So, you cannot get away from the 14 years. It
may be inconvenient, but if you measure our performance, you have to measure it compared to yours.
So, every time you want to measure our performance,
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you have to see what you did. So do not blame us for
that.

The Speaker: I think you take us into Committee, do
you not?

[Inaudible interjections]

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: I would like to move into
Committee. That is right. Thank you.

Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: It just is what it is.
Now, let me say this. Or you want to compare
your 14 years to UBP, that is fine.
The Speaker: Honourable Minister, Speak—
You have the floor.
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: On the economic front, if
they want to compare their 14 years to the UPB’s 30
years, I would let them go ahead. But, you know, we
are not the UBP.

The Speaker: Are there any objections to moving into
Committee? I will ask that the Deputy . . .
[Crosstalk]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Right now. Right now.
Right now! We are going to go until the break of dawn.
[Laughter]
[Inaudible interjections]

[Inaudible interjections]
House in Committee at 1:43 am
[1 March 2014]

[Gavel]
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: So, now, my last comment. This is my last comment, Mr. Speaker. The
stimulus package that we have put forward in this
Budget calls for, by necessity, the injection of foreign
investment capital. The success of our enterprise in
attracting that foreign capital is wholly dependent on
the success of the Government with respect to the
management of its fiscal affairs. That is what my honourable colleague, the Government Whip, talked
about earlier.
If we fail to manage down the deficit and ultimately start paying off the debt, if we fail in this particular effort, then we will not be able to attract the foreign capital to invest in Bermuda, to invest in infrastructure development, which will be creating jobs. In
other words, the connection between the deficit reduction and the job creation is direct. It is connected. It is
directly linked. People have to understand that. They
are not separate. They are connected in every way.
So that is why this is important. We all want to
create jobs, and we can create jobs in many ways.
But insofar as the infrastructure piece is concerned, it
is up to us as a Government to do it. We cannot get
this deficit down. We are not going to get an airport
built. We are not going to get anybody to invest in
Tyne’s Bay. We may even hamper us to get hotels
built. That is a little bit less direct. But certainly, any
Government-direct-involvement infrastructure stuff will
not happen if we do not manage this Government
budget process properly because the judgments of
foreign credit markets will be upon us. I have got
somebody coming in from one of the credit rating
agencies either next week or week after next. So, they
are always here looking and seeing what we are doing.
So those are the important things I wanted to
mention, Mr. Speaker. So, with that, I think I would like
to—what do I say here?

[Mrs. Suzann Roberts-Holshouser, Chairman]

COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY
ESTIMATES OF REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE
FOR 2014/15
The Chairman: Honourable Members, we are now in
committee of the whole for further consideration of the
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for the Year
2014/15.
Minister, you have the floor.
CABINET OFFICE
HEADS 9, 14, 26, 43, 51, 80, 84, 96
Hon. E. T. (Bob) Richards: Thank you, Madam
Chairman.
Madam Chairman, I now move Heads 9, 14,
26, 43, 51, 80, 84 and 96, the Cabinet Office.
I move that the Committee rise and report
progress, and ask for leave to sit again on Monday,
rd
the 3 of March 2014.
The Chairman: Those in favour of reporting to the
House, say Aye.
Those against reporting to the House, say No.
AYES.
The Chairman: Thank you. The Ayes have it.
[Gavel]
[Motion carried: The Committee of Supply rose and
reported progress]

[Pause]
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House resumed at 1:44 am

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

REPORT OF COMMITTEE
The Speaker: Honourable Members, we will return on
Monday to continue in the Committee of Supply. Monrd
day, March the 3 .
All other matters are carried over.
Honourable Premier?

ADJOURNMENT
Hon. L. Craig Cannonier: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
rd
I move now that we adjourn until March 3 at
10:00 am.
The Speaker: Thank you.
rd
We will adjourn to Monday, March the 3 at
10:00 am.
[Gavel]
[At 1:46 am, (1 March 2014) the House stood adjourned until 10:00 am, Monday, 3 March 2014.]
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Regulatory Authority Amendment Act 2014, 638
Travel to Washington DC by Premier, Minister of Tourism and Attorney General, 654
Brown, Mr. Walton
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 641
Job advertisements, manipulation of (Domestic workers), 640–641
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 730, 731
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of, 607
BermudaSat-1, 613
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 775–780
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 616
Gaming Referendum, 641
Job advertisements, manipulation of (Domestic workers), 640–641
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update, 733
Question Period
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 730, 731
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of, 607
BermudaSat-1, 613
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update, 733
Budget Statement 2014/15
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob), 708–721
Budget Statement, debate thereon
Atherden, Mrs. Jeanne J., 780–784
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 845–849
Blakeney, Mr. Glenn A., 802–805
Brown, Mr. Walton, 775–780
Burgess, Hon. Derrick V., Sr., 836–841
Cannonier, Hon. L. Craig, 854–858
Commissiong, Mr. Rolfe, 829–831
Crockwell, Hon. Shawn G., 832–836
De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S., 818–823
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H., 849–854
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F., 795–798
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant, 756–762
Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J., 823–828
Jackson, Mrs. Susan E., 788–790
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 762–768
Pettingill, Hon. Mark J., 806–811
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob), 708–721; 858–861
Richards, Mr. Sylvan D., Jr., 798–802
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 768–772
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 811–814
Scott, Hon. R. Wayne, 814–818
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 790–793
Simons, Mr. N. H. Cole, 841–843
Smith, Mr. Glen, 773–775
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Budget Statement, debate thereon (continued)
Sousa, Mr. Jeff, 793–795
Weeks, Mr. Michael A., 784–787
Budget Statement, Reply
Burt, Mr. E. David, 749–755
Burgess, Hon. Derrick V., Sr.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 693–696
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 836–841
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 614
Gaming Referendum, 693–696
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update, 732
Question Period
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update, 732
Vacant buildings, publicly owned and quango, 605, 606
Vacant buildings, publicly owned and quango, 605, 606
Burt, Mr. E. David
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 667–672
Budget Statement, Reply, 742–755
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 627
Contributory Pension Fund (Written Answer), 721
Gaming Referendum, 667–672
Payroll Tax (Written Answer), 721
Question Period
Contributory Pension Fund (Written Answer), 721
Payroll Tax (Written Answer), 721
Unsecured notes, senior 4.75 per cent due 2023, 609, 610
Unsecured notes, (4.75 per cent BD$50 million), due 2023, 609, 610

C
Cannonier, Hon. L. Craig
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Opposition Leader's Personal Explanation, in reply thereto, 700–706
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 854–858
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 613–614, 736
Opposition Leader's Personal Explanation, in reply thereto, 700–706
Caribbean News Now. See Adjournment, Motions thereon
Caribbean Tourism Organisation (CTO), amending membership dues structure. See Statements by Ministers
and Junior Ministers
Charities Act 2014. See Bills
Commissiong, Mr. Rolfe
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 672–674
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 829–831
Gaming Referendum, 672–674
Committee of Supply
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for 2014/15 (See Bills)
Companies Act, companies applying for licence under. See Question Period
Confirmation of Minutes
11 December 2013, 597
13 December 2013, 597
14 February 2014, 707
21 February 2014, 727
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches
Atherden, Mrs. Jeanne J., 620, 738
Blakeney, Mr. Glenn A., 621–622
Brown, Mr. Walton, 616
Burgess, Hon. Derrick V., Sr., 614
Burt, Mr. E. David, 627
Cannonier, Hon. L Craig, 613–614, 736
Crockwell, Hon. Shawn G., 616–617
De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S., 624

Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches (continued)
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H., 626–627
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F., 734–735
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 619–620
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant, 618, 740–741
Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J., 622
Jackson, Mrs. Susan E., 735
Lister, Hon. Dennis P., 624–625
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 617–618, 736–737
Moniz, Hon. Trevor G., 740
Outerbridge, Mrs. Nandi, 625–626, 739
Pettingill, Hon. Mark J., 734
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob), 614
Richards, Mr. Sylvan D .Jr., 623, 739
Roban, Mr. Walter, 735–736
Roberts-Holshouser, Mrs. Suzann, 621, 737
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 618
Scott, Hon. R. Wayne, 615–616, 739–740
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 621
Simons, Mr. N. H. Cole, 623–624
Smith, Mr. Glen, 738–739
Sousa, Mr. Jeff, 618–619, 737–738
Wilson, Mrs. Kim N., 615
Contributory Pension Fund. See Question Period
Copyright (Broadcasting Undertaking) Order 2014. See Papers and Other Communications to House
Copyright (Customs) Regulations 2014. See Papers and Other Communications to House
Copyright (Educational Establishments) Order 2014. See Papers and Other Communications to House
Copyright (International Organisations) Order 2014. See Papers and Other Communications to House
Copyright (Librarians and Archivists) (Copying of Copyright Material and Lending of Copies) Regulations 2014.
See Papers and Other Communications to House
Copyright (Recording for Archives) (Designated Classes and Bodies) Order 2014. See Papers and Other
Communications to House
Copyright (Subtitling of Television Broadcasts and Cable Programmes) (Designated Body) Order 2014. See
Papers and Other Communications to House
Copyright and Rights in Performances (Notice of Seizure) Order 2014. See Papers and Other Communications
to House
Copyright Tribunal Rules 2014. See Papers and Other Communications to House
Corporate Service Provider Business Amendment Act 2014. See Bills
Corporate Service Provider Business Appeal Tribunal Regulations 2013. See Papers and Other
Communications to House
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013. See Question Period; Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers
Crockwell, Hon. Shawn G.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Opposition Leader's Personal Explanation, in reply thereto, 645–647
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of, 601–602
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 832–836
Caribbean Tourism Organisation (CTO), amending membership dues structure, 600–601
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 616–617
Opposition Leader's Personal Explanation, in reply thereto, 645–647
Customs Department Amendment Act 2014. See Bills

D
De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Caribbean News Now!, 659–661
Gaming Referendum, 661–663
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 818–823
Caribbean News Now!, 659–661
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 624
Gaming Referendum, 661–663
National Health Plan (Written Answer), 604
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De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S. (continued)
Question Period
National Health Plan (Written Answer), 604
Decorum in House. See Announcements by Speaker or Member presiding
Decriminalisation of Cannabis Act 2014. See Bills
Dunkley, Hon. Michael H.
Bermuda Police Service Cadet Recruitment programme, 599–600
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 728–729
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 849–854
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 626–627
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013, 598–599

E
Established positions vacant from December 18, 2012 - January 31, 2014. See Question Period
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for 2014/15. See Bills

F
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F.
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 795–798
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 734–735
PRCs and Economic Development Act (Written Answer), 721
Question Period
PRCs and Economic Development Act (Written Answer), 721
Frequent Flyers, clarification of Bermuda Sun article. See Adjournment, Motions thereon
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Travel to Washington DC by Premier, Minister of Tourism and Attorney General, 647–648
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 619–620
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013, 608
More Pink Bermuda Campaign (Written Answer), 605
Overseas travel (Written Answer), 721
Question Period
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013, 608
More Pink Bermuda Campaign (Written Answer), 605
Overseas travel (Written Answer), 721
Tourism Authority CEO compensation (Written Answer), 605
Tourism Authority CEO compensation (Written Answer), 605
Travel to Washington DC by Premier, Minister of Tourism and Attorney General, 647–648

G
Gaming Referendum Act 2013. See Adjournment, Motions thereon; Bills; Personal Explanations; Question
Period
Gibbons, Dr. the Hon. E. Grant
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 677–679
BermudaSat-1, 603–604
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 756–762
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 618, 740–741
Gaming Referendum, 677–679
Regulatory Authority Amendment Act 2014, 637–638
Gordon-Pamplin, Hon. Patricia J.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 685–689
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 823–828
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 622
Gaming Referendum, 685–689
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative update, 729–730
Palmetto Road wall collapse, 604

H
Hotels (Temporary Customs Duty Relief) Amendment Act 2014. See Bills

J
Jackson, Mrs. Louise, former MP
Moment of silence for, 597

Jackson, Mrs. Susan E.
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 788–790
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 735
Job advertisements, manipulation of (Domestic workers). See Adjournment, Motions thereon

L
Labour Relations Amendment Act 2014. See Bills
Liquor Licence Amendment (No. 2) Act 2014. See Bills
Liquor Licence Amendment Act 2014. See Bills
Lister, Hon. Dennis P.
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 624–625
Question Period
Springfield Facility, 723
Springfield Facility, 723
Lister, Hon. Dennis, 25 years of service, 597
Lister, Hon. Terry E.
Bermuda Police Service Cadet Recruitment programme, 608
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 732
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 762–768
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 617–618, 736–737
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013, 608
Gaming Referendum (Written Answer), 605
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update, 733
Question Period
Bermuda Police Service Cadet Recruitment programme, 608
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 732
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013, 608
Gaming Referendum (Written Answer), 605
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update, 733
Springfield Facility, 721, 722, 723, 724, 725
Springfield Facility, 721, 722, 723, 724, 725

M
Marsden Methodist Cemetery, demolition of tombs, Ombudsman Special Report, 597
Moniz, Hon. Trevor G.
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 740
More Pink Bermuda Campaign. See Question Period
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative update. See Question Period; Statements by Ministers and Junior
Ministers
Motions
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure 2014/15, Approval of
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob), 742
Municipalities Amendment Act 2014. See Bills

N
National Health Plan. See Question Period

O
Ombudsman Special Report-Tombs at Marsden Methodist Cemetery, demolition of, 597
Opposition Leader's Personal Explanation. See Adjournment, Motions thereon; Personal Explanations
Outerbridge, Mrs. Nandi
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 625–626, 739
Overseas travel. See Question Period

P
Palmetto Road wall collapse. See Question Period; Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers
Papers and Other Communications to House
Bermuda 2013 Economic Review, 707
Bermuda Immigration and Protection (Land-Holding Charges) Amendment Regulations 2014, 727
Copyright (Broadcasting Undertaking) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (Customs) Regulations 2014, 728
Copyright (Educational Establishments) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (International Organisations) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (Librarians and Archivists) (Copying
of Copyright Material and Lending of Copies) Regulations 2014, 728
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Papers and Other Communications to House (continued)
Copyright (Recording for Archives) (Designated Classes and Bodies) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (Subtitling of Television Broadcasts and Cable Programmes) (Designated Body) Order 2014, 728
Copyright and Rights in Performances (Notice of Seizure) Order 2014, 728
Copyright Tribunal Rules 2014, 728
Corporate Service Provider Business Appeal Tribunal Regulations 2013, 597
Parliamentary Questions. See Question Period
Payroll Tax, et al. See Question Period
Personal Explanations, Opposition Leader's reply to statements by Hon. Premier made on 13 December 2013
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 627–630
Pettingill, Hon. Mark J.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Travel to Washington DC by Premier, Minister of Tourism and Attorney General, 649–653
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 806–811
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 734
Travel to Washington DC by Premier, Minister of Tourism and Attorney General, 649–653
PRCs and Economic Act. See Question Period

Q
Question Period
Bermuda Police Service Cadet Recruitment programme
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 608
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary
Brown, Mr. Walton, 730, 731
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 732
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 731
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of
Brown, Mr. Walton, 607
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 606, 607
BermudaSat-1
Blakeney, Mr. Glenn A., 611, 612
Brown, Mr. Walton, 613
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence, 612, 613
Companies Act, companies applying for licence under (Written Answer)
Blakeney, Mr. Glenn A., 604
Contributory Pension Fund (Written Answer)
Burt, Mr. E. David, 721
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 607, 608
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 608
Established positions vacant from December 18, 2012 - January 31, 2014 (Written Answer)
Bean, Hon. Marc A. R., 604
Gaming Referendum (Written Answer)
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 605
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative, update
Brown, Mr. Walton, 733
Burgess, Hon. Derrick V., Sr., 732
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 733
More Pink Bermuda Campaign (Written Answer)
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L, 605
National Health Plan (Written Answer)
De Silva, Hon. Zane J. S., 604
Overseas travel (Written Answer)
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 721
Palmetto Road wall collapse
Weeks, Mr. Michael A., 610
Payroll Tax (Written Answer)
Burt, Mr. E. David, 721
PRCs and Economic Development Act (Written Answer)
Foggo, Ms. Lovitta F., 721

Question Period (continued)
Springfield Facility
Lister, Hon. Dennis P., 723
Lister, Hon. Terry E., 721, 722, 723, 724, 725
Scott, Hon. Michael J., 722
Wilson, Mrs. Kim N., 723
Tourism Authority CEO compensation (Written Answer)
Furbert, Hon. Wayne L., 605
Unsecured notes (4.75 per cent BD$50 million), due 2023
Burt, Mr. E. David, 609, 610
Vacant buildings, publicly owned and quango
Burgess, Hon. Derrick V., Sr., 605, 606
Work permits, masons, plumbers, carpenters as of January 31, 2014 (Written Answer)
Roban, Mr. Walter H., 605
Written Answers
Honourable Minister of Education and Economic Development
Companies Act, companies applying for licence under, question from Mr. G. A. Blakeney, 604
Honourable Minister of Finance
Contributory Pension Fund, question from Mr. E. D. Burt, 721
Payroll tax, question from Mr. E. D. Burt, 721
Honourable Minister of Health and Environment
National Health Plan, question from Hon. Z.J.S. De Silva, 604
Honourable Minister of Tourism and Transport
More Pink Bermuda Campaign, question from Hon. W. L. Furbert, 605
Overseas travel, question from Hon. W. L. Furbert, 721
Tourism Authority CEO compensation, question from Hon. W. L. Furbert, 605
Honourable Premier
Established positions vacant from December 18, 2012 - January 31, 2014, question from Hon.
M.A.R. Bean, 604
Gaming Referendum, question from Hon. T. E. Lister, 605
Junior Minister of Home Affairs
PRCs and Economic Development Act, question from Ms. L. F. Foggo, 721
Work permits, masons, plumbers, carpenters as of January 31, 2014, question from Mr. W.H.
Roban, 605

R
Regulatory Authority Amendment Act 2014. See Bills
Richards, Hon. E. T. (Bob)
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 689–693
Budget Statement 2014/15, 708–721; 858–861
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 614
Corporate Service Provider Business Appeal Tribunal Regulations 2013, 597
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure for 2014/15, Committee of Supply
Cabinet Office, 861
Gaming Referendum, 689–693
Unsecured notes, senior 4.75 per cent BD$50 million, due 2023, 602–603
Richards, Mr. Sylvan D., Jr.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Caribbean News Now!, 656–659
Gaming Referendum, 655–656
Bermuda Immigration and Protection (Land-Holding Charges) Amendment Regulations 2014, 727
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 798–802
Caribbean News Now!, 656–659
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 623, 739
Copyright (Broadcasting Undertaking) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (Customs) Regulations 2014, 728
Copyright (Educational Establishments) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (International Organisations) Order 2014, 728
Copyright (Librarians and Archivists) (Copying of Copyright Material and Lending of Copies) Regulations
2014, 728
Copyright (Recording for Archives) (Designated Classes and Bodies) Order 2014, 728
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Richards, Mr. Sylvan D., Jr. (continued)
Copyright (Subtitling of Television Broadcasts and Cable Programmes) (Designated Body) Order 2014, 728
Copyright and Rights in Performances (Notice of Seizure) Order 2014, 728
Copyright Tribunal Rules 2014, 728
Gaming Referendum, 655–656
Roban, Mr. Walter H.
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 768–772
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 735–736
Question Period
Work permits, masons, plumbers, carpenters as of January 31, 2014 (Written Answer), 605
Work permits, masons, plumbers, carpenters as of January 31, 2014 (Written Answer), 605
Roberts-Holshouser, Mrs. Suzann
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 621, 737

S
Scott, Hon. Michael J.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 696–700
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 731
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 811–814
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 618
Gaming Referendum, 696–700
Question Period
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 731
Springfield Facility, 722
Springfield Facility, 722
Scott, Hon. R. Wayne
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 663–667
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 814–818
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 615–616, 739–740
Gaming Referendum, 663–667
Scott, Mr. W. Lawrence
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 641–645
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of, 607
BermudaSat-1, 612, 613
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 790–793
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 621
Gaming Referendum, 641–645
Question Period
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of, 607
BermudaSat-1, 612, 613
Senior unsecured notes (senior 4.75 per cent) due 2023, See Unsecured senior notes
Simons, Mr. N. H. Cole
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 841–843
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 623–624
Smith, Mr. Glen
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 773–775
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 738–739
Sousa, Mr. Jeff
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Frequent Flyers, clarification of Bermuda Sun article, 674–675
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 793–795
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 618–619, 737–738
Frequent Flyers, clarification of Bermuda Sun article, 674–675
Speaker's Rulings. See Announcements by Speaker or Member presiding
Springfield Facility. See Question Period
Standing Orders, rulings and/or discussions thereon. See Announcements by Speaker or Member presiding
Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers
Bermuda Police Service Cadet Recruitment programme, 599-600 (See Question Period)
Bermuda Police Service MOU with Hampshire Constabulary, 728-729 (See Question Period)

Statements by Ministers and Junior Ministers (continued)
Bermuda's airspace, management and modernisation of, 601-602 (See Question Period)
BermudaSat-1, 603-604 (See Question Period)
Caribbean Tourism Organisation (CTO), amending membership dues structure, 600–601
Crime statistics, fourth quarter 2013, 598-599 (See Question Period)
Morgan's Point Remediation Initiative update, 729-730 (See Question Period)
Palmetto Road wall collapse, 604 (See Question Period)
Unsecured notes, senior 4.75 per cent BD$50 million, due 2023, 602-603 (See Question Period)

T
Tourism Authority CEO compensation. See Question Period
Travel to Washington DC by Premier, Minister of Tourism and Attorney General. See Adjournment, Motions
thereon

U
Unparliamentary language
"Tourett's," 652
Unsecured notes, senior (4.75 per cent BD$50 million), due 2023. See Question Period; Statements by
Ministers and Junior Ministers

V
Vacant buildings, publicly owned and quango. See Question Period

W
Wall collapse, See Palmetto Road wall collapse
Weeks, Mr. Michael A.
Budget Statement, debate thereon, 784–787
Palmetto Road wall collapse, 610
Question Period
Palmetto Road wall collapse, 610
Wilson, Mrs. Kim N.
Adjournment, Motions thereon
Gaming Referendum, 675–677
Congratulatory and/or Obituary Speeches, 615
Gaming Referendum, 675–677
Question Period
Springfield Facility, 723
Springfield Facility, 723
Work permits, masons, plumbers, carpenters as of January 31, 2014. See Question Period
Written Answers. See Question Period

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~

Dates of Sittings: 14, 21, 28 February 2014
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