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Process of Decolonization of the Non-Self-Governing Territories: THE MONT: SERRAT CASE

INTRODUCTORY REMARKS

On behalf the Government of Montserrat, [ wish to thank the Committee for this
opportunity to participate in this Seminar to discuss tangible actions that must be carried out
(obligatory) to advance and make real the process for non-self-governing countries and peoples
to attain full self-determination (however they so define it) before the end of this decade Or more
likely, the next. The Government and People of Montserrat also wish to thank our host, the
Government of Grenada, and extend warm greetings and best wishes to everyone. Our
presentation will focus on the economic and political status of Montserrat and the improbable

wishes of its people.

HISTORICAL OVERVIEW:

“Montserrat’s history is of a people who have demonstrated incredible courage
in the face of unprecedented disasters. [t does not disguise the resultant physical
and the continuing burden of a redious development, dogged by a belittling
dependency. But the island is not without high achievers in arts, industry,
political life and civic generosity. These give grounds for hope.” (Howard
Fergus, 2001)

Montserrat is one of 14 territories under the sovereignty of the United Kingdom, but not
considered part of the United Kingdom itself. We are not considered British other than as a
person. Apart from two very short periods of French occupation, the island has been a British
colony after it was settled, mostly by Irish Catholics, between 1632 and 1634 for religious and
economic reasons. Sugar, tobacco, limes and cotton production brought fortune and fame to
many settlers. By 1650, Montserrat was a typical sugar and slave colony with a population of
1,000, rising to 3,674 persons in 1678, of whom, 992 was black slaves. The racial make up was
reversed permanently in the early 1700s when black slaves comprised 3,850 of a population

totalling 5,115. The slaves were ‘emancipated’ on August 1, 1834

Our 375-year history as a British colony has been one of tribulations characterized by:
xploitative colonialism; post-emancipation slavery and oppressive landlordism; and Devastating

natural disasters. Despite having the shadows of slavery lingering up to first half of the 20

[
Fergus; H., Rule Britannia, 1984
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century, there have been achievements and creative achievers along with episodes of courage and

- . . b
sacrificial cornmitment.”

Montserrat saw its best days, materially, between the 1970s and 1995, barely 25 years of
relative good times before the volcano reconfigured our destiny. The eruption virtually
destroyed the island’s economy. By 1997, nearly two-thirds of the island’s cultivable space, our
capital and only town, and our airport were destroyed and our economy came to a virtual halt.
This caused unemployment as weil as flight of skills. About 6,500 or 62% of the population
emigrated, producing a large diaspora, part permanent or semi-permanent, part fluid. Whereas
prior periods of emigration brought revenue through financial remittances to Montserrat, today
we see the reverse where the breadwinner at home is forced to send remittances to relatives

forced to relocate abroad.

By 1995, the island had recovered from hurricane Hugo as well as the offshore banking
bust at the beginning of the 1990s. We enjoyed relative prosperity based on villa tourism,
housing, construction and a small manufacturing sector. The istand’s up-market winter visitors
numbered about 23,000 in 1994, the standard of education was high and the health of the
population was generally good, aided by an excellent hospital built by the British after Hugo.
While political independence was not an instant goal, talk and action surfaced in preparation for
it, in the foreseeable future. The Souftere Hills volcano consumed these prospects resulting in
the loss an estimated £1.2 billion of physical assets and most or our productive human

i'tf:St')LlI‘CﬁS.3

Constitutional Evolution’: Occasional changes to Montserrat’s constitution have taken

place over the past 375 years but all within the framework of colony status. It wasn’t until 1951
when the five members elected by universal adult suffrage exceeded the official and nominated
members by one and a Committee system, presaging the Ministerial system, was also introduced.
The most significant development was the introduction of the Ministerial system in 1960.

Except for one snap election in 1973, between 1952 and 2007, the island has held general

elections at regular intervals demonstrating unparaileled political stability.

: Fergus, H., Montserrat in the Twentieth Century, 2001
] Fergus, H., Montserrat in the Twentieth Century, 2001

* Report of the Montserrat Constitutional Commissioners 2002
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Our present and first written constitution (Montserrat Constitution Order 1989) came into
force in 1990 in the immediate aftermath of the disastrous hurricane, Hugo. Montserratians were
not consulted and the document was retrogressive because certain financial powers previously
within the remit of the Minister of Finance were assigned to the Governor, who was also given
the power to initiate legislation on matters relating to the Governor’s reserve powers. Writing on
the UK’’s decision to extend the Governor’s powers due to the worldwide financial scandals at
the time, an eminent Montserratian said: “4 pressure-cooked constitution was the British
government's response to this unsatisfactory state of affairs. No one has much to rejoice about
in this episode. The Brirish came over as excessively and unnecessarily authoritarian. Blinkered
by personal prejudice and partisan interests many Montserratians failed to appreciate and

respond appropriately to the larger implications of constitutional downgrading. "

CONSTITUTIONAL REVIEW:

In a recent press statement to mark the announcement of the retirement of Prime Minister
Tony Blair, the Chief Minister, Dr. Lowell L. Lewis, said of the relationship between the
Government of Montserrat and the United Kingdom:-

“There has been a sense of equity and mutual respect, with his Ministers showing
willingness to divest authority to local political leaders, once their governments
have the capacity and the systems in place to ensure good governance and
modern democratic practices. This is consistent with a recognition that citizens
of Overseas Territories and former British colonies have held, and continue to
hold senior positions in the armed Jorces, as well as in civil, academic and
political institutions.

WHY IS THE MIONTSERRAT CONSTITUTION BEING REFORMED?

In 1996, Secretary of State, Malcolm Rifkind sent a letter dated December 17% to the
UK’s five Caribbean dependent territories to clarify HMG’s policy towards them, foreshadowing
the UK’s 1999 White Paper, Partnership for Progress and Prosperity. He warned that “in
Suture, continued dependence may, in some cases, require that there should be an extension of
those reserve powers which may, if necessary, be exercised by the Governor with my approval.
This is because experience has shown that over the years constitutional advance, particularly in

Anguilla, BVI and Montserrat, has meant that as Secretary of State, responsible to the UK

(753
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Parliament for the good government of a Dependent Territory, [ no longer have the necessary
rowers to ensure that [ am able to fulfil my undoubted obligations to Parliament. Whether
zxtended reserve powers prove to be necessary or not will depend on the acceptability or otherwise
if the future conduct of public affairs in the ferritory concerned. [ am confident that is your aim,

15 well as HMG's, to provide good government. Only if standards of government and the conduct
f public affairs fall below acceptable standards would it be necessary to hold discussions with the

jovernments concerned about action needed.

Three years later, the UK issued its policy paper, Partnership for Progress and
Prosperity: Britain and the Overseas Territories. According to the then Foreign Secretary,
Robin Cook:

The review is now complete. Its aim is a renewed contract between Britain and the
Overseas Territories. Its recommendations are contained in this White Paper. They cover a
range of issues fundamental to both Britain and the Overseas Territories — the constitutional
link; citizenship; the environment; financial standards; good governance and human rights.
The basis for our partnership remains the same as it has for generations ~ the deep bond of
affection and respect that exists betwesn the people of Britain and the peoples of the
Overseas Territories.

This ‘renewed contract’ would involve a “partnership’ built on principles that are based on: self-

determination; mutual obligations and responsibilities; freedom for the territories to run their

own affairs to the greatest degree possible; and a firm commitment from the UK to help the

territories develop economically and to assist them in emergencies.

The 1989 constitution came right after the worst hurricane Montserrat ever experienced
and coincidentally or perhaps providentially, HMG invited us to submit proposals for
constitutional reform for Her Majesty’s Government’s (HMG’s) consideration in the midst of the

worst natural disaster in Montserrat’s recorded history.

Governor Abbott invited the Legislative Council to review Montserrat’s constitution in
April 2001 and provided guidelines prepared by FCO to guide OT governments on the standards,
obligations and expectations they should strive to meet when reviewing their constitutions. After
consulting Council, Governor Longrigg appointed a five-member Commission in October 2001:

To examine the present Constitution of Moniserrat and Jollowing wide
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consultations of Montserratians at home and abroad. to make recommendations
designed to modernise the Constitution and to ensure its compatibility with the
present aspirations and expectations of the people of Montserrat.
The Constitutional Review Commission started its work in J anuary 2002, finished in December
2002, and submutted its comprehensive report to the Governor in February 2003.

Pursuant to the Governor’s instructions, the Legislative Council established a Committes
of the whole House to review the Constitutional Commissioner’s Report. The Committee
reported on its review during Council’s April 2005 sitting and the Legislative Council {LegCo)
accepted almost all the Constitutional Commissioners recommendations. LegCo’s report formed
the basis of the first round of discussions with the FCO team held on September 26-27, 2005.
The second round took place on March 6-8, 2006, the third October 30-31, 2006, and the fourth
May 8-10, 2007.

CURRENT STATUS OF CONSTITUTIONAL REVIEWY:

The first round of talks opened with Montserrat’s then Chief Minister saying: “Iwould
like to say on behalf of the whole nation that we are happy to have you all here for us to discuss
what we hope is the advancement of our present Constitution, hoping that our final discussions
and agreement will give more autonomy to the people of this country fo be able, more so, to run
r/*—zez'r own affairs and hopefully, with God's blessing, in the future, our entire affairs as a nation.
We are hoping that out of this meeting that we can have proper understanding and that all our
rights and privileges will be respected, those things that we are asking to change would be given
serious consideration. And we hope that we will have a very good meeting and at the end of it

that we will be much happier for the end result of what we are going to discuss.”

FCO’s team leader set the tone in his opening remarks by saying “In doing that I hope
we'll be able to reach agreement over the next couple of days on a wide range of these
recommendations but at the end of the day, wherever we leave it at the end of tamorrow, any
agreements are provisional unitil we have a package at the end. So, in short nothing is agreed
until everything is agreed. [f we succeed with these constitutional review discussions, well and
good; there will be a revised, modernized Constitution and it would have to be one with which both

sides were comfortable and which the people of Montserrat were comfortable. Ifwe are not
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successful, the present Constitution continues: there is no alternarive. Of course, none of this rules
a move lo independence if that is what the people of Montserrat clearly express their wish to be.
But in the current circumstances, there is a Constitution which Junctions and if we can improve i,

that's still well and good. if we can't, it continues. "

The fourth round of negotiations ended on May 10% leaving only three or four items on
which compromise might be reached. The rematning outstanding points all relate to the
Governor’s special responsibilities, which the FCO side has assured us, they can predict with

certainty, the UK Minister will not accept our proposals,

Quistanding and Irreconcilable Matters:

Governor’s Right to Withdraw Funds from the Conselidated Fund

The Montserrat side felt this is a very retrograde step in a constitution where one is trying
to establish a partnership and demonstrate that there’s mutual trust and confidence. In
negotiating the advance of our constitution and the democratization of our society where the
parliament has always had such responsibility as Finance, it’s obviously not desirable to go

backward.

Power of Government to Borrow or Lend

The draft added a provision requiring government to obtain prior approval of a UK
Secretary of state before we can borrow or raise or loan. This was added in view of the need for

Montserzat to agree and comply with borrowing guidelines issued by the UK government.

There is no comparable section in the constitutions of Gibraltar, BV], or Bermuda and the
Montserrat side wanted this section removed because it doesn’t belong in a constitution. The
constitution is not written for today or for our current circumstances and therefore the UK

shouldn’t limit our ability to borrow because we are presently in an unfortunate position.

Budgetary Sunnort

The Montserrat side proposed that where Government is for any reason unable to meet
the reasonable costs of providing essential public services, HMG shall provide budgetary support
to GoM as provided by law or by any other written agreement between both parties.
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Public Service Commission

Both sides have agreed to include a new part in the constitution on the Public Service.
The Montserrat side wants the PSC (and all other commissions) to be independent to address the
public’s concern of having one person setting aside the Commission’s recommendation. This
provides an opportunity to include civil society and to remove the PSC from the Governor’s

control. The Governor would be required to act in accordance with the Commission’s advice.

National Advisery Council

The Montserrat side proposed that the constitution provides for a National Advisory
Council to advise the Governor on matters relating to his or her special responsibilities and during
a periods of public emergency whereby the Governor is obliged to act in accordance with such
advice unless otherwise instructed by Her Majesty through a Secretary of State. This Council
would consist of the Governor as Chair, the Chief Minister and one other Minister, the Leader of
the Opposition, the Attorney General, Financial Secretary and two distinguished members from
the community, one recommended by the Chief Minister and the other by the Leader of the
Opposition.

The concept of a National Advisory Council supports our Constifutional Commissioners’
position that modernisation combined with partnership must allow for positive innovation and
creativity even it means a reduction in the Governor’s powers. It is important that checks and
balances are in place to protect citizens from abuse through political power but modernisation
must allow for political growth and maturity locally. But the Governor’s ‘reserved’ powers are
not the only way to provide this. The Commissioners. suggested that greater emphasis is given to
the role of non-political societal organizations in the constitution. The people of Montserrat
should help determine what constitutes sufficiency and modernisation must make allowance for
political growth and maturity on the local scene, whereby the UK places less emphasis on
pupilage and overlordship, and provide some devolution of responsibility to the pebple’s elected

representatives.’

Montserrat feels that by including civil society and the Opposition, this body helps to

improve democracy and govemnance as decisions or advice given would be national in outlook,

* Report of the Constitutional Commissioners (2002}
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not coming from the Governor acting on his or her own or just the government in power.
Presently, the Governor can act contrary to Executive Council’s advice so if he or she is not

obliged to act in accordance with the Council’s advice, the situation would not have improved.

Although the current Legislative Council did not give approval, there is strong support for
an increase in the numbers of Legislators to eleven and the number of Ministers to five, to
enhance the capacity of Government to be able to manage its own affairs. There is also strong
support to end the voting rights of non elected members of the Executive and Legislative
Councils. There is some support for the interests of the Governor and the United Kingdom to be
represented by the Deputy Governor in Executive Council, the president of which would then be
the Chief Minister.

Regienal Affairs

The Constitutional Commissioners recommended that the local government is made fally
responsible for regional affairs and more specifically, Inter-Caribbean affairs and this would only
formalize what already exists in practice. They also recommended that within this subset of
external affairs, control is given to local government for matters with direct bearing on social and
economic development but adding a proviso which allows HMG to retain responsibility for

matters pertaining to war and peace.

The current draft requires the Governor to delegate regional affairs to a Minister on terms
and conditions that include: requiring separate authority for the negotiation and conclusion of any
treaty or international agreement, memorandum of understanding, political declaration in the field
of foreign policy; the cost of any such activities shall be borne by the Government of Montserrat;
and pursuant to any instructions given by HMQG, the terms and conditions may be varied and

directions may be revoked.

International Agreements

The Comumissioners noted that constitutions often seek to establish a framework within
which economic justice and advancement can be realized. And considering Montserrat’s
colonial status, including the UK’s responsibility for Montserrat’s international affairs, the
constitution should contain some way to prevent our dependent status from getting in the way of

our ability to trade in international markets as wel] as enable us to benefit from certain
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international agreements and conventions. As recommended by the Commission, the
constitution should include commitments from the UK to-

»  Promote Montserrat’s association with other countries and participation in ventures
which may be economically and socially advantageous to us.

> Facilitate negotiations on behalf of OTs where there are potential benefits to be
derived.

»  Ensure that the privileges to be derived from international treaties are made available to
the OTs in the same way it extends to them its international obligations in such areas as
human rights.

Alternatives to Indenendence and the Status Quo

The Montserrat Constitutional Commissioners, after wide consultation with
Montserratians, reported that there was no great division in the population on the issue of
independence, the main difference between one of timing and methodology and not one of
aspiration. Consequently, they felt unable to recommend independence or dismiss it as
unattainable. However, they recommended that HMG assists Montserratians in striving to be an
independent people ultimately, by providing sustainable development as opposed to survival aid
and that GoM explores the possibility of a "Free Association” relafionship with the UK. In

accord with the Commission’s recommendations, the Montserrat side presented these proposals.

Round after round, the UK side has told us that our present constitution is just like that of
a territory in ‘free association’ with the UK. In fact, at an open forum held on May 10, 2007 for
FCO to meet with representatives of NGOs and others, the FCO team leader said: “Of course, if
you had intelligent people conducting a constitutional review of a territory which is not going fo
be independent then it is obvious that the United Kingdom remaining as the sovereign power will
not be stupid as to give up all its reserved power so that it can't meet its responsibilities. Now
that is a matter of reality, and within that framework, there is an awjul lot that can be done. But
there was no question of saying that this or this or this is out of bounds. And indeed, if as a result
of the process, the people of Montserrat had expressed the wish to move to independence that

would have been accommodated too.”

And we have responded from the very start of the talks in 2005 and round after round that

we wish to move to independence, just not right now. The UK’s response was: “What [ assume
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we re talfing about here or what the Review Commission is talking about is a Free Association
Agreement along the lines or as defined in the UN General Assembly Resolution 1541, And the
oroblem with that is that the way that kind of agreement is defined is unacceptable to the UK,
which did not vote in favour of that Resolution. The main reason why is if you look at thar
definition, it says that the territory draws up its own Constitution, has autonomy fo decide
whatever it likes in its own Constitution and it should be obvious Jrom what [ was saying
vesterday and what the British Government policy is that that is not going to be acceptable. [
find this a sort of strange thing really because without thar problematic definition in the General
dssembly Resolution, you could look at the words 'free association’ and say well, this is what we
have. This is what we have. The position at the moment is thar both sides Jreelyare ina
sonstitutional relationship with each other and we have made absolutely clear many, many times
that if you, the people of Montserrat, wish to terminate that relationship, you can do so. So, you

e not being held in chains.”

The UK has made its position crystal clear and the Montserrat side has acknowledged
‘hat under international law and the Charter of the United Nations, the UK is uitimately
responsible for the governance of Montserrat and has the right to have the final say. We accept
his. But when we ask for provisions similar to those contained in Bermuda’s more advanced
:onstitution, we are told we can’t have them. We also maintain that Article 73 of the United
Nations Charter obliges the United Kingdom, as the administering power for Montserrat, to act
i full accordance with all its provisions but we are particularly concerned with subsection (d):
To promote constructive measures of development, to encourage research, and to cooperate with
one another and, when and where appropriate, with specialized international bodies with a view
to the practical achievement of the social, economic, and scientific purposes set forth in this
Article.

The UK team participated in a live radio-call in panel discussion aired on Radio
Montserrat on Wednesday, May 9, 2007. A caller asked whether the UK would request
Montserrat’s removal from the UN’s list of non-self-governing territories if we exercised our
right to self-determination by approving the new draft constitution. The FCO team leader
responded that the question was premature as the constitution had not been agreed but it would

be up the United Nations to determine adding: “The main question consequence of Montserrat

i0
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appearing on the list of NSG territories is that the UK government has to make annual reports
about developments in Montserrat and the other territories which are on the list. And this is not
something which we find at all difficult or onerous. In fact, it is quite a useful way of keeping
track on economic, social, political developments in a territory, putting them together into a

report and submitting them to the United Nations.”

Based on his answer, we conclude that the UK does not feel obliged to fulfii any
obligation other than clause 73(e). The FCO (during the public fornm on May 10, 2007) also
indicated in response to a comment that the UK seems to show great disrespect to the UN
Decolonization Committee by not attending its seminars: [ think it s not a question of showing
disrespect. [ think the position of the C24 Committee has shown in the past that they are not
really interested in the present status of the territories [because] it doesn’t fall into one of the
categories that they regard as acceptable. And the cooperation we 've had with them in the past
has led to nothing. And that’s why I think for the time being, we 've given up trying to move the

position forward. "

‘The UK side claims that one of the foundations of our renewed partnership for progress
and prosperity is seif-determination and we support that wholeheartedly. We also agree with the

following observations made by our Constitutional Commissioners:

o While modernization connotes greater democratization and consequently greater local control
over the territery’s internal affairs, reason dictates that such advancement must be consistent
with the UK’s international responsibility for its remaining colonial outposts. But,
considerations of contingent Hability and HMG’s role in fighting drugs, money laundering,
global terrorism and in ensuring ‘good government’ should not obscure the legitimate interests
of Montserratians and their right to self-determination.

o The critical concept of partrership must carry weight and worth, even when one accepts the
reality that constitutional partners are not equal.

o Montserrat graduated from recurrent aid ahead of the British-determined scheduie in 1983 and
Montserratians are hardworking people. Therefore, in assessing the modicum of
modermnisation proposed, HMG should not allow our present abnormal circumstances to
dominate its response.

o The new Constitution must be based on principle and especially the fundamental principle of
self-determination so vital to a people who have tarried so long on the road from slavery to

11
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real freedom.

»  The Commissioners believe the UK government welcomes any aspiration that Montserratians
might have for self-determination and are willing to help them in the preparatory process.
Such assistance will find its most impressive expression, both in quality development aid and
in the delegation and devolution of authority to the local government to the highest degree
practicable.

The last point however, seems to be off the table. Presently FCO and Montserrat are at a

stalemnate except the UK side has the upper hand because, they have the final say. We have

agreed some provisions that modernise our constitution in terms of bridging certain gaps in the

Fundamental Rights Part and the introduction of Parts on the Public Service and the National

Advisory Council. They have rejected all our proposals for advancement. And although they

say we are not being pressured to agree to anything, we live with the constant reminder that we

wre in deficit and are dependent on them. We are living alongside a live volcano for 12 years
10w and under a Declared State of Emergency of almost the same duration so the Governor can

:asily revoke the constitution at any time or the UK could impose direct rule as they considered

loing in 1996,

Only the UK has a right to grant us a new constitution and since we can’t seem to agree
on the outstanding points, if what the FCO teamn leader said at the start of the talks is true, our
1989 constitution will stand. And if the draft new constitution is imposed they would have
clawed back responsibilities we currently have. We do not want to let it be seen that we agree
with our present constitutional status; our ultimate goal is full self-determination. We are
looking at advancement and hope we can find some special way of dealing with the ‘reserve’
maters rather than it seeming as though we are giving in and going backwards rather than

forwards.

We live with an active volcano and are praised for resilience and courage. Our positive
existence demands an element of psychic adjustment and an element of faith. Our hope in the
future rests on the knowledge that the volcano is monitored professionally on a 24-hour basis, the
north of Montserrat is safe, and that we have grasped the opportunity to remodel our gconomy to
bring it out of the doldrums of dependence on the British treasury though a national Sustainabje

Development Plan (SDP). Our plan emerged from a consultative process to enhance ownership
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by all stakeholders and therefore integrates social, economic and environmental sectors. The
investment and time put into our SDP confirms government’s intention to pursue development

rather than relapse into dependency.

Yet, we still face some major challenges: adequate housing and essential infrastructure
necessary to form the foundation for economic viability. There is an urgent need for at least
1000 new housing units already identified just to address the needs of the remaining population.
About 241 people were living in emergency shelters and other temporary housing people in
2006; 734 applied for housing assistance during the first e1ght months. British aid have
sometimes been little in comparison to the need and sometimes late in comparison with the

warranted speed.

The disbursement of aid generally has and continues to be an occasion of contention
although the sums are not sizeable. The most recent data transmitted to the UN Decolonization
Committee indicate GDP estimates for 2005 of EC$101 million or US$22,000 per capita; this is
very misleading. Many depressed Montserratians do not feel the effectiveness of this aid,
explaining why polificians have been critical of the delivery mode and demanding more. Delays
continue, for example, we are in dire need of housing and finds were approved since November
2005 but not one house has been built in the intervening period from these funds. We hoped that
by now one lesson learned is that it is patently misguided to dispense emergency aid for people

ltving in forced primitive conditions in the painfully leisurely business as usual manner.

The temporary government headquarters at Brades has become a permanent monument
of one of DFID’s failures and by extension the UK government. Ori ginally estimated to cost
£758,000, overruns, some admittedly unavoidable, have carried the total to £2,250,000 or a
whopping increase of 196.88% as of 2000. It is generally agreed that this was achieved by
ignoring local technical advice and experience and by Jettisoning the consultative process. The
sums expended could have produced a more functional and commodious complex for ostensibly

permanent occupation.

The extended family of regional territories opened both their purses and homes to
Montserratians. We also received substantial assistance from extra-regional donors and the

United Nations itself. We once again extend our sincere gratitude to all who heiped and continue
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to help us on our road to recovery. The management of our ongoing volcanic crisis can be used
to formulate a model which benefits from the mistakes, for there were nustakes underlined by
hindsight; but there were positives enough that volcano Smergency management in the region

and beyond can extract valuable lessons. They can leamn not only how not to, but also how to.

RECOMMENDATION

We repeat some of our suggestions made in 2001. The colonies need to have greater
input in the process of decolonization. Two and a half years remain during the 2™ decade to
eradicate colonialism and that doesn’t seem likely. We therefore suggest that the UN finds some
means of enforcing all of its articles in a meaningful way and beyond that, the remaining
colonies are given the option of removing themselves from their administering power and
placing themselves under the care of a United Nations body until such as time as they can enter

the family of nations as a fill-self governing state.

SUMMARY

Montserrat, not uniike other islands of the Caribbean, has a history of surviving disasters
ranging from devastating hurricanes to an erupting voleano. Unlike many of our neighbours,
however, we have become mired in a state of colonial control not withstanding emancipation and
internal efforts at creating our own economic independence, a task we had accomplished by 1983

relying on a mix of construction, residential tourism and manufacturing.

By 1989, we had our first Constitution Order placing all hitherto underpinning authorities
for governance in one place, but making the retrograde step of assigning offshore finance as a

reserve of the Governor, a decision described as part of a “pressure cooked constitution.”

Between 1999 and 2005, the idea of a “Partnership for Progress and Prosperity” had been
evolving into a constitutional review process, which appears even more retrogressive as it
provides for the Governor’s veto power over the Public Service Commission, a proposed
National Advisory Council and considers the grant to HE, powers to withdraw and assign funds

from government of Montserrat’s consolidated fund.

Madam Chair, thank you for this opportunity to speak for the Government and People of

Montserrat.




