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20
 
October 2021 

 

Hon. Bridgid Annisette-George, MP  

Speaker of the House  

Parliament of the Republic of Trinidad & Tobago  

Red House  

Parliamentary Complex  

St. Vincent Street,  

Port of Spain. 

  

Dear Hon. Speaker,  

 

Re: Motion Pursuant to Section 36 of the Constitution 

  

Reference is made to the circular letter dated 18
 
October 2021 under the hand of the Clerk of the 

House and also to the Guidelines - Motion Filed Pursuant to Section 36 of the 

Constitution dated 19
 
October 2021 under the hand of your good-self. 

  

I write as a proposer of the Section 36 motion seeking to have a tribunal established to 

investigate the removal of the President from office. I wish to raise three issues that are of critical 

importance for your urgent consideration.  

 

1. War on Our Democracy   

  

The Opposition Members of Parliament and I must express our shock and disbelief in reading the 

Guidelines, in that you have directed that there shall be no debate on the Section 36 motion. 

This is tantamount to war on our democracy. 

  

We formally protest the gross affront to the provisions of our Constitution, the Standing Orders 

of the House of Representatives and the foundational principles of Parliamentary democracy 
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itself, which give my fellow Members of the Opposition and I the right to propose and ventilate 

in the Parliament by debate, this matter of high constitutional importance. 

  

It is exceedingly significant that the matter we seek to debate involves what may very well be a 

subversion of the Constitution by political interference with the Police Service Commission, 

which is supposed to be independent. It is absurd to ask members of the House and Senate to 

vote on such an important motion without a debate.  

 

The absence of a debate presupposes that Members have come to vote with predetermined 

positions. Is it that you have assumed that Members will toe party lines and Independent 

Senators will be loyal to the President because she was responsible for their appointments? 

Surely, Members should come to listen to the debate with an open mind, receptive to arguments 

and suasion – to presume otherwise breaches the fundamental and sacred tenets of our 

democracy.  

  

On the heels of the Section 36 motion being placed before Parliament, we are now met with 

Guidelines from your good self, which have stifled all debate and frustrated the purport and 

intent of Section 36 of the Constitution. This is an abuse of power.  

 

The issues raised in the motion compel that they be debated and ventilated in our Parliament's 

public forum. Indeed, that was the intention in the framing of our Constitution.  

  

The consequences of your unilateral Guidelines are contrary to the proper functioning of our 

democracy. It is a coup d’état against the Constitution. It follows from an earlier attack in 

the sanctum sanctorum of our Constitution at St. Ann's (President's House). 

 

Should your Guidelines stand, effectively prohibiting any debate of the Section 36 motion, it will 

go down in the history of Commonwealth Parliaments as one of the most reprehensible attempts 

to shield a President, a Prime Minister and a dishonoured former Chairman of the Police Service 

Commission, Bliss Seepersad from robust parliamentary criticism.  

  
Should your Guidelines stand, it would signal to the world that Trinidad and Tobago is now 

officially in a dictatorship, where our Constitution has been mangled and disrespected to serve 

the interest of the party in power. The Parliament is now being prevented from performing its 

sacred constitutional function of debating and deciding on the motion that we have proposed.  

 

To shut down a debate on the motion will set a dangerous precedent of high public officials 

continuing to ignore the provisions in our Supreme Law and further undermine the Rule of Law 

in our beloved Republic.  

 

We are of the considered view that these Guidelines are ultra vires the Constitution. We 

therefore respectfully ask you to reconsider those Guidelines and allow debate on this crucial 

Section 36 motion.  

 

2. Whether you should disqualify yourself from presiding over this Section 36 sitting 

of the joint Houses of Parliament? 
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When you served as Attorney General in advising the then PNM Government, you had 

responsibility for the drafting of The Commissioner of Police and Deputy Commissioner of 

Police (Acting Appointments) (Selection Process) (No 2) Order 2009 (hereinafter called "the 

2009 Order"). 

  

The 2009 Order was laid in the House of Representatives as Paper No. 8 on the 15 May 2009 and 

in the Senate as Paper No. viii on the 26 May 2009, before your sudden departure from the 

Office of the Attorney General on 29 May 2009 due to an alleged conflict of interest in the 

CLICO investigation
1
.  

Subsequently, the United National Congress filed and debated on 24 June 2009 a motion to annul 

the 2009 Order. The then PNM Government defeated our motion, and the 2009 Order remained 

in effect until the High Court invalidated it on 14 October 2021 because it breached the 

Constitution.  

 

The invalidity of the 2009 Order has exacerbated the current constitutional crisis and has left our 

country without an acting Commissioner of Police and a collapsed Police Service Commission.  

 

All of these matters raise a serious conflict of interest as the public will not have confidence in 

your ability to be fair and impartial in circumstances where your Order precipitated the very 

crisis that has led us to the brink of this disastrous precipice. 

 

You would be aware of the maxim that justice must not only be done, but must appear and be 

seen to be done in the eyes of the people.  

 

You would also be aware that the test for bias in law is articulated in the famous case of Porter v 

Magill [2001] UKHL 67 as "whether a fair-minded and informed observer, having considered 

the facts, would conclude that there was a real possibility of bias". 

 

In my respectful view, the fair-minded and informed observer would conclude that you ought not 

to make any decisions or participate in this matter because of your critical involvement and 

responsibility for drafting the constitutionally offensive 2009 Order. 

 

The fair-minded and informed observer would also conclude that there is a real possibility that 

you would use your office as Chairman/ Speaker to avoid scrutiny and debate on the issues 

surrounding the President's conduct, which would undoubtedly involve your legal faux pas.  

 

This bias may have already manifested itself in the drafting of the Guidelines where you have 

shut down debate and scrutiny of these matters.   

 

We, therefore, ask that you revisit the same principles that prompted you to resign as Attorney 

General due to a conflict of interest and search your conscience to determine whether presiding 

over this sitting is justified.  

 

                                                 
1
 https://www.trinidadandtobagonews.com/blog/?p=1206  

https://www.trinidadandtobagonews.com/blog/?p=1206
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3. Whether Independent Senator Charrise Seepersad should be allowed to participate in 

the Section 36 proceedings.  

 

Senator Charrise Seepersad is the sister of Bliss Seepersad, the dishonoured former Chairman of 

the Police Service Commission.  

 

Ms Bliss Seepersad played a critical role in this constitutional fiasco as she was responsible for 

submitting and subsequently inexplicably withdrawing the Order of Merit List for the 

appointment of a substantive Commissioner of Police. She also submitted an Order of Merit list 

for the appointment of an Acting Commissioner of Police. She was also part of the now-

infamous meeting with the President and an unidentified "high public official", which 

compromised the integrity and independence of the Police Service Commission.  

 

This close familial connection poses a serious conflict of interest, and Senator Charrise 

Seepersad should do the honourable thing.  

 

There can be no doubt that there is a real danger of bias in these circumstances, and as such, I, 

therefore, urge you to: 

 

a) disqualify your good self from presiding over the Section 36 proceedings 

b) annul the Guidelines unilaterally issued by you for the proceedings; and  

c) to use your best efforts to advise Senator Seepersad to refrain from participating in the 

said proceedings.  

 

All of these things will protect the integrity of tomorrow's proceedings concerning the Section 36 

motion, upon which the eyes of the nation and the international community will be focused.  

 

 

Yours faithfully, 

  

  

_____________________________________ 

Kamla Persad-Bissessar SC, MP 
Leader of the Opposition 

Member for Siparia 

 

 

 

Cc Clerk of the House 

 

Attachments: 

 

1. Gazette re Appointment of Ms. Brigid Annisette-George as Attorney General – No. 

195 of 2007 
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2. Gazette re Revocation of Appointment of Ms. Brigid Annisette-George as Attorney 

General – No. 66 of 2009 

 

3. House Order Paper 15 May 2009 

 

4. Senate Order Paper 26 May 2009 

 

5. Hansard 24 June 2009 

  

 

 


