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Office of the Leader of the Opposition, 3rd Floor, Chloe Building, Charles Street, Port of Spain 

Phone: 1 868 623 8662 Fax: 1 868 627 9929 
 

 

 
 

Office of the Leader of the Opposition 
Parliament of the Republic of Trinidad & Tobago 

 

24th May 2016. 

 

Mr. Stephen Williams, 

Commissioner of Police (Ag), 

Corner Sackville and Edwards Street, 

Port-of-Spain. 

 

 

Dear Sir, 

 

Re: Request for Investigation into the Actions and Statements of the Honorable 

Attorney General Faris Al Rawi regarding Interception of Communications by the 

Strategic Services Agency and Prosecutions commenced as a result thereof. 

 

It is with great concern in the public interest that I write to you in my capacity as the Chief Whip 

of the Opposition. 

 

During the debate on the amendment to the Strategic Services Agency Act in the Senate, on the 

10th May 2016, the Honourable Attorney General who piloted this legislation in the House of 

Representatives and the Senate made the following statement, 

 

“The hon. Senator mentioned something a lil while ago, and I thought twice about saying 

what I am about to say, but I am going to say it anyway. What has the SSA done 

effectively or what has interception done in relation to the Dana Seetahal case? Well I 

can tell you as a matter of fact that it is the SSA’s work that has resulted in people 

standing before the courts today for that offence, and that is a fact”. 

 

Further, the Honourable Attorney General is reported in the Express of the 18th May 2016 (see 

attached 2) to have said on Tuesday 17th May 2016: 

 

“That the work of the Strategic Services Agency (SSA)last year has resulted in 23 people 

being held for murders”. 

 

“It is a matter of fact that right now, there are 23 people, as a result of activities of the 

SSA last year alone facing trial for murder right now”. 
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“There have been warranted interceptions and those would be produced in the report 

and those warranted interceptions have in fact led to arrests and I will say it boldly now 

because I an informed, including the Dana Seetahal murder” 

 

The Newsday of the 18th May 2016 reported that on the said 17th May 2016 (see attachment 3) 

that the Honourable Attorney General disclosed that the SSA then (2010 Annual Report of 

Interception of Communications Act dated 2012) reported 267 intercepts and that those 

intercepts resulted in 20 detentions, 74 arrests for counter narcotics and 50 arrests for serious 

crime, seizure of cocaine, high powered rifles, arms and ammunition.  

 

From the above statements it appears that the Honourable Attorney General is in possession of 

intelligence and information that is held by the Strategic Services Agency. 

 

 The following is of note: 

 

1. The Annual Report referred to above (see attached 4), apart from disclosing there 

were 274 applications for intercept made by the SSA Director, does not contain 

the information disclosed by the Honourable Attorney General as reported in the 

aforesaid Express and Newsday articles of 18th May 2016, nor does it name the 

late Ms. Dana Seetahal or any other person; 

 

2. No Annual Report on the Interception of Communications Act nor of the Strategic 

Services Agency contains such information; 

 

3. The Attorney General is not the designated Minister under section 2 of the 

Strategic Services Agency Act nor is he an authorized person under the provisions 

of the Interception of Communications Act.  

 

4. There is no provision in the Strategic Services Agency Act or in the Interception 

of Communications Act that permits information and intelligence of the Agency 

to be provided to the Attorney General nor is there any provision in either of these 

pieces of legislation for the Attorney General to request this information from the 

Agency or otherwise. 

 

5. The only two other bodies under law that could lawfully have possession of this 

information are the Commissioner of Police and the Director of Public 

Prosecutions, both of whom have no reporting duty to the Attorney General and 

who are presumed and ought to carry out their functions with respect to the 

prosecution of crime independent of executive interference and or intervention.  

 

6. The Attorney General does not have the authority under section 75 of the 

Constitution or any other law to direct the provision of this information to him. 

(See the seminal judgment of Bereaux J in Dhanraj Singh v The Attorney General 

HCS 475 of 2001). 
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Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister Mr. Stuart Young clarified to the public that the 

statements of the Attorney General were not received by the Attorney General being a member 

of the National Security Council or information provided to this sub-committee of the Cabinet. 

Rather than assuage our fears the statements of the Minister in the Office of the Prime Minister 

heightens the concerns of the Opposition and the members of the General Public. 

 

That reference was made to 23 criminal prosecutions of capital offences, including that of the 

late Dana Seetahal, in which the Agency was involved is a matter of grave concern to the 

Opposition and the general public as it cannot be determined at this juncture how these 

prosecutions would be affected by the statements now in the public domain.  

 

The statements of the Honourable Attorney General were specific and targeted. They were 

detailed and meticulous as one expects where an Attorney General is speaking to matters of 

national security. Whilst the information and intelligence spoken of by the Attorney General was 

information that could only have resided in the offices of the Strategic Services Agency, the 

office of the Director of Public Prosecutions and your office, it is clear that the Attorney General 

was referring to information residing in the Strategic Services Agency obtained through 

interception of communications. 

 

That this information found its way into the hands of a politician is a matter of great concern to 

the Opposition and the general public as it leads to the question as to whether the Attorney 

General may have had unlawful access to intercepted information.  

 

The fact that the confidentiality of the Agency may have been compromised is also a matter of 

concern. Steps must be taken immediately to address any such breach and to rid the Agency of 

any persons who may have been involved in unlawful actions and, to preserve prosecutions not 

yet before the Courts. Of even more importance is to bring to justice by a thorough investigation 

those persons who may have committed criminal acts that attract criminal sanctions under our 

law.   

 

Note that provision is made in law with respect to information obtained under the Interception of 

Communications Act and residing in the Strategic Services Agency as follows: 

 

1. The Interception of Communications Act makes it an offence for a person to have 

in his possession communications intercepted under the said Act ie. Section 23 (4) 

and (5) of same expressly provides: 

 

(4)A person who intentionally has in his possession communications intercepted 

under this Act and who is not authorised to have such communications commits 

an offence and is liable on summary conviction to a fine of one hundred thousand 

dollars and to imprisonment for two years.  

 

(5) A person who intentionally has in his possession communications intercepted 

under this Act and who is not authorised to have such communications and who 

discloses such communications commits an offence and is liable on summary 
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conviction to a fine of two hundred and fifty thousand dollars and to 

imprisonment for three years. 

 

2. Further section 8 of the Strategic Services Agency Act it is provides that: 

 

8. (1) No employee of the Agency shall disclose any information obtained or accessible in 

the course of the performance of duties and functions under this Act unless so authorised 

by the Director. 

 

 

In all of the circumstances, serious questions arise with respect to the statements of the 

Honourable Attorney General as to whether the confidentiality of the SSA has been 

compromised and as to whether the Honourable Attorney and/or any other person/s may have 

committed criminal offences in breach of the SSA Act and the Interception of Communications 

Act . The following questions, inter alia, arise: 

 

1. Whether the Attorney General, not being an authorized person under law, has in 

his possession communications intercepted under the Interception of 

Communications Act and/or residing in the SSA and, has thereby committed 

criminal offences 

 

2. Whether members of the SSA and/or any other person/s may have aided and 

abetted the commission of criminal offences with respect to communications 

intercepted under the Interception of Communications Act and/or residing in the 

SSA 

 

In all the circumstances I immediately call upon you as Commissioner of Police to commence a 

investigation into how this information and intelligence found its way into the hands of the 

Attorney General.  The Opposition is of the view that this investigation ought to be carried out 

by an independently appointed person and or persons having previous judicial experience and the 

findings of the investigation be made public. Anything less would not satisfy public concern. 

You are the only authority vested in law with the powers to investigate these actions and to make 

the relevant recommendations to those constitutionally mandated with prosecuting criminal 

offences under our criminal justice system. 

 

 

Kindly note that I have written to the Director of the Strategic Services Agency and the Director 

of Public Prosecutions brining to their attention the matters raised herein and I trust that all of the 

respective agencies would work together to remedy by whatever means any damage that may 

have occurred by reason of the statements of the Attorney General. 

 

Yours Respectfully, 

 

_________________________ 

Kamla Persad-Bissessar, MP, SC 

Leader of the Opposition 
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Encl: 

 

1. Senate Hansard 10th May 2016 

2. Express of May 18th 2016 

3. Newsday of 18th May 2016 

4. 2010 Annual Report of Interception of Communications Act dated 2012 


