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The toughness or otherwise of the courts of a country play an important role in the level of crime in a
country, whether they be in the developed or developing world.

Singapore, for example has a no nonsense court system which made even chewing gum or littering the
landscape serious offences which bring on heavy fines. Criminals who sell narcotics or those guilty of
using such substances are treated harshly, even condemned to death. As is expected, crime is low in that
country.

On the other hand, countries which are easy on criminals, who are let off with a slight slap on the hand,
find themselves over-run by criminal activity. The judicial systems as well as other aspects of dealing
with those who break the laws, unless tightly controlled and geared to deal with bribery and corruption,
are bound to fail. And fail they do in too many countries of the world where crimes are growing greater in
number and ferocity.

Most of the developed countries have growing crime rates as well as overflowing prisons, which seem
ineffective in turning out reformed prisoners. To the contrary, many prisons are the breeding grounds for
more dangerous criminals.

The developing countries are infected with the growing narco-traders who use these territories as bases
for the transshipment of drugs to the countries which have the buyers and users of narcotics and who pay
the most. A great deal of crime, as we all know, is narco-based.

The Americans who invaded Afghanistan, mainly to capture Bin Laden, eliminated, for a time, the
Taliban, who, bad as they were, had killed the growth and export of heroin. Now, under NATO control
and mainly American troops, the growth and trade of heroin has increased 100%, which thus increases the
movement and use of narcotics worldwide, but mainly to North America and Europe.

In Guyana, like the happenings throughout this hemisphere, crime is growing. We need not only tougher
means of preventing crime, which everyone is focusing on today, but also much improved methods of
dealing out justice, which, [ am afraid, is not up to the standards which the situation demands.

[ am aware that criticizing the courts is supposed to be taboo. When I was first appointed Prime Minister
in 1997, I spoke of the need to improve the judiciary and observed that it was lacking in many ways.
Chief Justice Desiree Bernard called me up and slapped my fingers for making such a comment. But, of
course, it was a very mild criticism and didn’t really say what was wrong with the system, which is now
under greater scrutiny due to some really awful developments recently.

But on this subject of courts, it is really sad that in one particular area of abuse, that is, rape, the records of

the lower and upper courts are abysmal. Records shown that about one percent of all reported cases of
rape ever reach conclusion. We have cases of 6 year old girls being raped and the matter reaches court 5
years later. Obviously it doesn’t work. An 11 year old child cannot be expected to remember details of a








