25th July, 2012.
Ref. # 7 -2012

Ruling on the Point of Order Raised by Hon. Ms Gail Teixeira, M.P., Government Chief Whip As to the Admissibility of a “No-Confidence Motion” Brought By Brig. (ret’d) David A. Granger, M.S.S., M.P., Leader of the Opposition on Wednesday, July 25, 2012
On July 19, 2012 the Leader of the Opposition, the Hon. Brig. (ret’d) David A. Granger, M.S.S., M.P., wrote to me making two requests namely:

i)     That the matter of the fatal shootings that occurred in Linden on the 18th July, 2012 be discussed as a matter of definite urgent public importance under Standing Order 12; and 
ii)      That I use the special powers granted in Standing Order 8 to the Speaker, to convene a special sitting of the National Assembly.
With respect to the first part of the request, I unhesitatingly said yes, and to the latter, I declined.  My reasons for each decision are set out in the letter written to the Hon. Brig. (ret’d) Granger dated July 20, 2012; a copy of which is provided for the benefit of Hon. Members.
Subsequently, on Wednesday, July 25, 2012 at approximately 5:45 am, I received an email from the Hon. Brig. (ret’d) David A. Granger, M.S.S., M.P., informing me that it was his intention to move a motion at today’s sitting  with respect to the very issue of the fatal shooting of citizens in Linden on the 18th July, 2012.

At the commencement of the sitting today, a formal request was made by the Hon. Brig. (ret’d) David A. Granger, M.S.S., M.P. to withdraw the request to discuss a matter of definite urgent public importance, and to have a suspension of the Standing Orders as provided for in Standing Order 112, and thereafter, to have debated, a Motion submitted in his name, and received by me at 9:05 a.m.  This three-fold request is unprecedented in the National Assembly of Guyana. 
I invited arguments on the Point of Order raised by the Hon. Gail Teixeira, M.P., Government Chief Whip, with rebuttals made by Hon. Members Nagamootoo and Williams, and by the Hon. Prime Minister in favour of the Point of the Order.  I reserved my ruling so that I may consider the arguments advanced by the Government and the Opposition.
1. I believe that the Standing Orders of the National Assembly of Guyana are sufficient and clear enough to address the issue at hand. The references to the practices in other jurisdictions, though helpful, are of persuasive value only.
2. I believe as well that the matter of the fatal shootings of three persons in Linden on July 18, 2012 by ranks of the Guyana Police Force, and the accompanying outrage expressed, remains a matter that is definite, urgent, and of public importance. 

3. Once the Standing Orders have been properly suspended, any Motion or other business can be entertained by the House once the Members approve. 
4. I believe that the notice given by the Hon. Leader of the Opposition to me for the presentation of his Motion is adequate in the context of the issues at hand, and the prevailing circumstances nationally. 
5. As Speaker, it is my constitutional duty to uphold and protect the rights of all Members of this House; moreso, the members of the minority in the Government.
6. In conferring with the Leader of Government business and the Government Chief Whip, I was informed that there are amendments to be introduced, and that every Member of the Government side is expected to speak.

7. A Motion of “no-confidence” comes close to being an “impeachment “ motion and so it is my considered opinion that quite apart from practice and procedure, time must be afforded to the Honourable Member who is at the centre of this maelstrom to prepare his defence, as it were, and to have his peers and friends prepare adequately as well. 
8. In the circumstances, I believe that the Hon. Member Rohee and the Government side in general, should be given adequate and reasonable time within which to prepare a defence and to answer the grave and serious charges and allegations leveled against him. Natural justice expects it to be so. It is the right thing to do. It is the humanitarian thing to do, and I say this even though justice and a humane approach are not delivered to many citizens, this National Assembly, this Speaker, cannot be seen to be behaving in a like uncivilised manner. No Member would want to have his/her future weighed, measured, and scrutinized without being given an adequate time to respond. 
In the circumstances, I rule that the Motion by the Hon. Leader of the Opposition is properly before the House and can be approved by this House and that the Government be given reasonable time to respond. If approved, I rule that the debate commences today and that the Government and Opposition Whips meet to work out the schedule for the debate.
___________________________ 

Hon. Raphael G.C. Trotman, M.P.,
Speaker of the National Assembly
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