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\liewpoint

- the 1971 Constitutional

Do Caymanians really want constitutional changé?‘

" nchaptertwo of

" theConstitutional

Commissioners’

. Report of 1991,

Sir  Frederick
Smith and Mr. Walter

Wallace point out in the

opening paragraph that
Review conducted .
the Earl of Oxford and Asquith, was done
after “some years of local groping aftex

_ constitutional change.”

No suck “groping’ took place prior. to
the 1991 review, at least not among the
general populace. It is, by many, a firmly
held opinion that the 1991 Constitutional

Ré¥iew:was the hy-product of Motion 3/

90, which put the three Official Members
of ExCoonFinance Committee, andwhich
was posed only after much strong cpposi-

" tion and debate.

Motion 3/90 was not brought by the
government bench because the Constitu-
tion had become outdated to the point of
being unworkable, nor-was it brought

because the day-to-day workings of gov- .

emmenthad ground toahalt. Itwasbrought
‘because'the goverrment had Jost majority
support in the House and could not garmer
enough votes to sanction its grandiose
schemes. The' decent thing for them to
have done was resign. Or at the very Jeast

Ganoiry Yours
By Consuelo Ebanks

that the Commissioners had met with the
elected representatives prior o their first
1meeting with members ofthe general pub-
lic, and already had a feel for what the
people wanted, one is forced to wondex if
the Caymanian people really want what
apparently they will be getting?

‘The most far-reaching change, if the
1991 Constitutional Review recommen-
dations are accepied, will be the creation
of the post of Chicf Minister. By their own
admission, the commissioners in discus-
sions stated, and we ail know very well,
that the late James M. Bodden from 1976
to 1984 led the elected government. As
such he, with a few technical exceptions,
was the ‘Chief Minister.” We have to bear
in mind, however, that he had the undi-
vided support of his colleagues and that
section of the electorate which supperted
him. The late Mr. Bodden did not amrive at
thatpositior by meze ‘appointment.” From
the time he entered politics in 1972 it was

him an-alterna-
tive—he could
havedissolvedthe
House. and .called
a pew election, It

become unwork- Ticient gestation pe- -
doive v apparently they s "
fetomewn,  Will Be getting... 1o s

its framework.

Caymanian -
people really
oo b e . wyant what -

resign from their obvioushewouldbe
high altitude : the one to ‘blaze the
dreams of the ] ) trails.” His running
MGTP and the One is forced o mates acocpied i,
_ ‘resort type hospi- : : candidates
tal.” At that time wunder if ihe islandwide who
the Goverpor also Rkl wished to be associ~
had available 1o ated with his poli-

cies accepted.-this,
and ' the people
islandwide who
" supported.-him and

“icepted this.There
was thereforé a suf-

individual  has

They chose to
change the rules inmid-game and then call
for 2 Constititiona! Review, probably in
an attemnpt to cover their tracks. But the
electorate—the people from whom the
demand for constitutional change should
come—were not informed, not were their
views or opinions sought, :
Caymanians are by and large a retiring
and undemanding people. While it is true
that the Commissioners gave ample time
and opportunity formeetings with them, it
is highly unlikely that more than a very
small fraction of the electorate met with
and communicated their wishes to them.
This was not so much because of lack of
interest, but because many people feel
mtimidated and uncomfortable asking
questions and making suggestions to per-
sons whom they believe to bé better edu-
cated and more knowledgeable on the
subject being discussed. It would seem
that the largest percentage of persons pre-
senting views to the Commissioners was
the members of various secial organiza-
tions, who do not necessarily present a
true cross-section of the population. In

‘light of the fact that many people belicve

: emerged asleader of
the clected government, but the problem
during those years has not been caused by
lackoflcadership, but ratherJack of policy.
Creating the post of Ieader, unless the
individual placed in that post is truly a
leader, will not necessarily consolidate
policy and give this country the sense of
direction it severely needs.

In chapter 5 under section (b) of Ap-
pointment of Chief Minister, the Com-
miissionersrecommended appointment by
majority vote of the ¢lected members of
the Assembly. This suggestion issupesior
to(a) whichsuggests that: “The Govemner,
acting in his discretion, shall appoint as
Chief Minister the elected member of the
Legislative Assembly who appears tohim
best able to command the confidence of a
majority of the elected members.” The
Govemor under the present Constitution
has a tremendous amount of power, al-
though heseldom choosestouseit. Itisnot
now necessary to give him more by allow-
ing him ‘discretion’ to choose the Chief
Minister,

1tisthe duty of every elected member at
thistime to goto every creck and cornerof

-
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these istands —just as they do when cam-
paigning —and explain the Constitutional
Report to the people. If the recommenda-
tions or part thereof are to be accepted and
enacted following the general election of
1992, the people of this country have an
undeniable right to have possible changes
explained to them, since it was not previ-
ously done. This would still give a gesta-
tion pedod shost of full term, but at Jeast
may allow a stage of matuzity for this
counfry to survive.

The report recommends strongly that

the Chief Minister must be free to choose -

his ministers, and on the face of it —the

reasons given that he could “inspire, dis- _

ciplive and control them and even advise
their dismissal {which advice the Gover-
nor would be cbliged to accept) if their
performance does not come up to scratch
7 — seem all well and good. The otherside
of the coin is that if the Chief Minister is
able to sufficiently ‘scratch the backs of
his ministers’ and a few other elected
members he would be able to stay in
power, despite the fact that he may be
corrupt and ruining the country. The re-

port is strongly against a sirople majority
Tor a 0o confidence vote. If a simple ma-
Jority vote can puta person in a position of
power, it should be sufficient to remove
them. Otherwise we could be throwing
ourselves into the arms of a multi-headed
dictatorship.

Despite the fact that we have many
bonest, able, decent, well-meaning indi-
viduals among us who bave offered and
undoubtedly will continue to offer them-
selvesascandidates, the position of elected
Tepresentative continually becomes more
attractive personally. Elected representa-
tives are now well paid, and rightly so; -
they can continue to carry on private busi-
ness and may find themselves in a better
position to improve their business con-
znections if they so choose. Therefore it is
only proper that they should be requiredio
work under a Constitution which allows
the electorate the right to hold proper
reigos on them, :

Public education by way of meetings
and consultation with the pecple nyust
start now if we o not want to give birth to
2 monster in 1992.




