
UPDATE ON ALEXANDRA SCHOOL MATTER 

 

Mona Robinson, the general secretary of the BSTU wrote to the Chief Education Officer, Mr 

King, by letter dated Sunday 02 September 2012. The letter was received 03 September 2012. 

The subject of the letter purports to be in order to clarify matters relating to Alexandra 

School.  

BU notes that this letter was copied to the Permanent Secretary in the MoE, among 

others. BU also notes with considerable surprise that the letter is NOT copied to BSTU’s 

counsel, Mr Hal Gollop. May we therefore infer that BSTU has written and sent this 

letter without having taken competent legal advice?  

Ms Robinson, referencing comments made by Mr King on 31 August 2012 states that there 

are no assurances given in respect of comments on Jeff Broomes and demands that BSTU be 

supplied with answers in writing to list of 10 points. 

These points include, but are not limited to: 

 On whose instructions and authority the meeting of 31 August 2012 was called. 

 Who will constitute the committee of management of the Alexandra School.  

 On what date will the committee of management commence and on what date will it 

end. 

 Under what law(s) will the committee of management be constituted. 

 Who will supervise the committee of management. 

 What relationship will this committee have, particularly in relation to the Deputy 

Principal. 

 Has Jeff Broomes agreed to be subordinate to this committee of management. 

 What instructions have been given to Jeff Broomes in relation to the committee of 

management. 

 Did Broomes reply in writing and if so the BSTU demands a copy of this reply. 

Finally, Mona Robinson and the BSTU demands that Broomes be sent on immediate 

statutory or other leave, failing which the BSTU members of the Alexandra school will 

consider strike action at once. 

To BU, and to almost 100% of the electorate, the solution to this presumptuous and 

threatening letter from Mona Robinson is clear. Come Monday 10 September 2012, when 

Alexandra School opens for business as usual AND ONGOING, any BSTU members who do 

not turn up to do their jobs should be fired forthwith. No excuses, no explanations, no soft-

peddling. You don’t turn up and teach, OUT!!! Permanently. End of discussion!!!  
On the eve of a general election, let us see if the Government has the guts to do what many 

have advocated should have been done a long time ago. To add insult to injury, after a 

spend of $600,000.00 this is where we find ourselves.  



BU has requested a copy of this letter from Ms Robinson and will be publishing it 

immediately upon receipt. No doubt some members of the family will question our sources 

and ask that this report be withdrawn. BU feels strongly about the need for transparency, the 

contents of this letter will be reported as soon as we receive it. The threat to the opening of 

Alexandra School on Monday MUST be our priority. Publishing the document also seeks 

to make opaque the very Commission that was supposed to be transparent, and isn’t. BU is 

happy to do our little bit to enforce the transparency factor  

It would appear that the Union, BSTU, far from having the well-being of the pupils of the 

Alexandra School at heart, are concerned only with trying for a power play to invest total 

power in the BSTU and usurp the decisions of the electorate’s duly elected government.  

In the recent past, BU was challenged on the matter of a report it made relating to perjury of 

witnesses at the Commission of Inquiry. BU refused to take down its report unless and until 

cogent reasons (none of which were forthcoming) were provided to BU. This matter will be 

revisited in the near future because it represents a dark hour in the life of our Fourth 

Estate. 

BU has obtained and is now pleased to copy in its entirety the statement made to the 

Commission by Mr Vernon Smith QC., senior counsel for Mr Jeff Broomes. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



“STATEMENT MADE TO THE COMMISSION OF INQUIRY BY MR VERNON 

SMITH QC RE ALLEGATIONS OF MISCONDUCT BY THE PRINCIPAL MR 

JEFFREY BROOMES 

Mrs Sealy the Principal’s Secretary alleges that the Principal gave her the document Ex.26 in 

the Exhibits attached to the statement of Mrs. Neblett-Lashley Deputy Principal, to do the 

transcript produced by the Deputy Principal as Exhibit 27 in her statement. She states that she 

did the transcript on 3
rd

 April 2003 for the purpose of sending it for the student to a university 

in the USA; that the document was signed by the Principal and she posted it to an address 

given orally to her by the Principal.   

The transcript produced does not contain the address to whom it was sent nor is it signed by 

the Principal. She further states that the address to which the transcript was sent was noted in 

the mail book kept for that purpose in the Secretary’s office. The investigator informed the 

Commission that the mail book was destroyed in a flood – no date or year was given when 

the flood occurred. The Principal has denied knowledge of any flood ever taking place in 

which documents in the Secretary’s office have been destroyed. Furthermore, the investigator 

produced a mail book in which the first entry is made on 30
th

 August 2003 which the 

Secretary does not acknowledge as the mail book used. 

When she was retiring as Secretary from the school on 31
st
 August 2003 she gave the said 

Exhibit 26 to the Deputy Principal because of concerns she had about it. 

Accordingly, on the 16
th

 day of August, 2012 the Honourable Commissioner served on the 

Principal the following letter: 

 

Mr. Jeffrey Broomes 

The Principal 

The Alexander School 

Queen Street 

Speighstown 

St. Peter 

The Commission of Inquiry into the Administration of the Alexandra School Pursuant to 

provisions of the Commission of Inquiry Act Cap 112 of the Laws of Barbados 

Whereas allegations have been made that you Mr. Jeffrey Broomes as Principal of 

Alexandra School falsely produced or caused to be produced as academic transcript of a 

student of the Alexandra School n the following manner; 

a) Recording that the said Kristina Browne attended the Alexandra School for the 

period of 1998 to 2002 when the said Katrina Browne was not a student for that 

said period but attended Combermere School. 



b) Producing or causing to be produced an academic transcript for the said 

Katrina Browne recording grades that the said Kristina Browne did not obtain 

at the Alexandra School. 

c) Further it is alleged that you, Jeffrey Broomes knowingly kept or caused to be 

kept in the records of the Alexandra School, a transcript of the said Kristina 

Browne, which said transcript was false. 

And whereas it appears to the Commission that the above are allegations of misconduct 

which have been made against you, Mr. Jeffrey Broomes in the discharge of your duties as 

Principal of the Alexandra School , The Commission pursuant to Section 23(1) of the 

Commission of Inquiry Act 112 of the Laws of Barbados hereby gives you , Mr. Jeffrey 

Broomes that you are entitled to contest the allegations by calling evidence in rebuttal of 

the said allegations or by cross-examining any witness or by any other means. 

________________________________ 

Hon. Frederick Waterman QC 

Commissioner 

 

On the 20
th

 day of August, 2012 Counsel for the Principal wrote the Commissioner the 

following letter: 

 

20
th

 August, 2012  

The Honourable Frederick Waterman, CHB QC 

Commissioner  

The Commission of Enquiry 

The Administration of the Commission of Enquiry Act 

Cap. 112 of the Laws of Barbados 

Prime Minister’s Office 

Government Headquarters 

Bay Street 

St. Michael 

Dear Sir, 

 

As Counsel on record at the Enquiry into the Administration of the Alexandra School acting 

in association with Mr. Cecil McCarthy, Q.C. for and on behalf of Mr. Jeffrey Broomes, the 

Principal of Alexandria School, who has forwarded to us the letter dated the 16
th

 August, 

2012 written by your honourable self, we note the suggested allegations of wrong doing. 

I must express my surprise that you should write such a letter to our client without copying 

the same to his counsel on record. 



I wish to draw to your attention that the suggested allegations in relation to our client in your 

said letter have not been substantiated in the transcripts of evidence adduced up to now before 

the commission on the following grounds: 

(a) The transcript admitted in evidence of the principal’s Secretary, Mrs. Sealy, 

does not represent or conform with the written instructions given to her by the 

Principal. 

(b)  The same transcript dated the 3
rd

 April did not exist before the preparation of 

the statement of Mrs. Neblett-Lashley dated 3
rd

 August, 2012 and submitted to the 

Commission of Enquiry. 

(c)  The said transcript was not typed by the principal and has never been seen nor 

signed by the Principal. 

(d)  The said transcript has never been addressed or sent to any person or 

institution whatsoever by the Principal or by the authority of the Principal.  In fact, 

the Principal has never been given an address of any institution or person to whom 

the said script should have been sent. 

Nevertheless, we respectfully wish to inform you that our client requests that Mrs. Sealy and 

Mrs. Neblett-Lashley be re-summoned by the Commission to be cross-examined and that Mr. 

Leroy Browne of Lot 75 Golden Mile, St. Peter, father of Kristina Browne be summoned to 

give evidence to rebuff the allegations.  I am advised that Mr. Leroy Browne has already 

given a statement to the investigator on the 13
th

 August, 2012. 

Furthermore, Mr. Jeffrey Broomes will rebuff the allegations when he attends the 

Commission to give his evidence. 

Yours respectfully, 

______________________ 

Vernon O. Smith, Q.C.  

cc Mr. Cecil McCarthy, Q.C.  



When cross-examined by Counsel the Secretary stated that she did not know that the named 

student was still attending the school.  When she was given Exhibit 26 to do the transcript, 

she, without any reference whatsoever to the Principal, referred to the student’s confidential 

card of the Alexandra School and noted on the Exhibit 26 the date of birth of the student 

incorrectly and also incorrectly typed on the Exhibit 27 data which the principal had not 

given her. 

The Principal’s sworn evidence is as follows:  

During the first week of the school year commencing the first week of September 2002 the 

student’s father Leroy Browne came to meet him at the school for the purpose of applying for 

a transfer for his daughter from Combermere School to the Alexandra School on the grounds 

that the student had suffered serious problems with her form teacher at Combermere during 

the end of year term ending in July 2002. 

For the meeting the principal requested him to bring his daughter’s report book from 

Combermere School so that he could assess the student’s performance grades during her 4 

years at Combermere.  The principal, who could not recall exactly the details, states that 

either he wrote on the exhibit 26 the grades of the student from the report book produced or 

might have written them down from the telephone conversation he had during the meeting 

with the Deputy Principal of Combermere School.  He categorically denies that he received 

any transcript record from Combermere School. 

Accordingly, the student was admitted on transfer to the Alexandra School during the first 

week of the term in September 2002.  He denies ever having seen or having signed the 

transcript (Exh27) or having at any time seen the confidential card of the student(Exh 25). 

The Deputy Principal in her sworn evidence to the Commission on 14
th

 August 2012 states 

that the Secretary Mrs Sealy gave her the principal’s document, Exhibit 26 in 2004 when Mrs 

Sealy was retiring from her post.  Incidentally, the Deputy Principal left the School in 

September 2004 on leave for a period of 4 years to work in the USA and returned to her post 

of Deputy Principal at the school in September 2008.  She states that she had never seen the 

transcript (exhibit 27) until she requested the Principal’s current secretary to draw it down 

from the computer and print it for her to attach to her statement dated 3
rd

 August 2012  to the 

Commission whereby she accuses the Principal of  fraud and misconduct. 

 



Mr Leroy Browne’s evidence before the Commission on Friday 24 August 2012 is as 

follows: 

Because of problems his daughter had at Combermere School in the last term of her 4
th

 year 

he decided to send her to a High School in the USA and asked his sister Sonia who lived in 

Boston Mass. USA to find a High School for her to attend and to accept guardianship of her 

while she attended the school.  However a friend of his suggested to him to speak to Mr 

Broomes the Principal of the Alexandra School to obtain a transfer for her from Combermere 

to Alexandra to complete her fifth year of secondary education and take the CXC 

examinations.  He met with the Principal during the 1
st
 week of the school year in Septmber 

2003 and took along his daughter’s report book as requested. His daughter was accepted on 

transfer to the Alexandra School and consequently the idea and intention of sending her to a 

High School in the USA was abandoned. He states that he never gave the principal the name 

and address of the High School which he himself never had and did not know.  There was 

never any thought, discussion or mention of his daughter going to a university in the USA. 

 

Mrs Neblett-Lashley the Deputy Principal in her sworn evidence given before the 

Commission on the 14
th

 of August 2012 stated that Mrs Sealy had given her the document 

exhibit 26 in August 2003 when Mrs Sealy was retiring from her post as Principal’s secretary 

at the Alexandra School.  However, when Mrs Neblett-Lashley was resummoned to the 

Commission  on 24 August 2012 to be cross- examined  by the Principal’s Counsel Mr 

Vernon O Smith QC in light of the evidence of Mr Leroy Browne, she stated under oath that 

Mrs Sealy had given her the document (Exhibit 26) in the year 2008 when she returned to the 

Alexandra School; that Mrs Sealy was going through her papers at home and found it in 2008 

and gave it to her.  This was categorically denied by Mrs Sealy when re-examined and cross-

examined by Mr Smith on the 24
th

 of August 2012. 

 

The two diametrically opposing bits of sworn evidence given by the Deputy Principal 

constitute perjury and must be forwarded to the Director of Public Prosecution and all the 

evidence given by Mrs Neblett Lashley before the Commission must be discredited.” 

 

 


