
 
 
15th September 2020 
 
The Right Honourable Mia Amor Mottley 
Prime Minister of Barbados 
Government Headquarters 
Bay Street 
St. Michael 
BARBADOS 
 
Dear Prime Minister Mottley, 
 
Since my letter to you dated 24th August 2020 it has become apparent that it is not only I that has suffered 
plight within the legal system in Barbados. Many Barbadians are frustratingly suffering within the same 
system. I have been contacted by both Bajans and other foreign individuals who have given up seeking 
remedy through the High Court of Barbados due to the prohibitive cost and timelines caused by delay 
tactics used by those who can either afford to employ lawyers focused on tactics to delay and frustrate 
legitimate legal process, or by those who are in a position of influence to impact same. 
 
I write to you again to outline further challenges facing Barbados seeking inward foreign investment, 
which are no different to those which face the average Bajan, who seek redress and remedy through the 
Barbados High Court. 
 
In order to seek and invigorate investment, the court system should not allow disregard to stipulated 
timelines: 
 

1. Court delay tactics: 
  
Please see attached an affidavit which was filed in the matter with Sandy Bay Holdings (2014) Inc. 
and Mr. Peter J. Odle, which outlines the various delays experienced by our case. The Courts are 
happy, or in certain circumstances feel pressurised or compelled, to accept these delays without 
chastisement to the offending parties.  
  
That this is acceptable in the eyes of the court raises a wider question: ‘Is it acceptable to allow 
people who have money who have claims against them to instruct lawyers to avoid the case 
against them being heard in court’. 
 
Peter Odle is now the Chairman of Barbados Port Inc., a very important state entity. Is it 
acceptable that lawyers acting for influential government appointed officials are using delay 
tactics to avoid their day in court through, according to the attached affidavit, the complete 
disregard for the Rules of the Supreme Court? 
 

2. Corporate governance: 
  
Mr. Daniel Rossen was appointed to the board of Sandy Bay in 2017 by Mr. Odle without the prior 
knowledge or consent of Mr. Rossen. Mr. Rossen never attended a meeting of the Board of the 
Company to which he was appointed neither was he given notice of any meetings or provided 
with the documentation in relation to the Company’s business with which it is customary for a 
director to be provided.  
 
 



 
 

It is unfathomable that a person can be appointed to the Board of a Company without his consent 
or even his knowledge. That this can occur is clearly a significant risk for anyone given the 
statutory and other liabilities of a director under the Laws of Barbados. 

 
3. Abuse of Personal Relationships to circumvent creditors: 

  
Please see attached an affidavit regarding the events surrounding an incident at The Sands, 
Worthing, Christ Church on Saturday, the 8th day of February 2020. I am informed that a 
concerned member of the public contacted the Office of the Attorney General on the 10th day of 
February 2020 to inform the office of said incident since it was clear that Mr. Odle was trying to 
intimidate all parties by stating that the Attorney General and some other person had personally 
advised him (Mr. Odle). 
  
It is alleged by the individual who made the complaint with the Attorney General’s Office that, 
Mr. Odle in the presence of that individual and members of the Royal Barbados Police Force, 
stated that he was being personally advised by the Attorney General of Barbados in relation to 
the aforesaid incident. Neither the individual nor I can confirm the veracity of Mr. Odle’s 
statement regarding the Attorney General. 
  
If the allegations are true, then it is highly improper for Mr. Odle to attempt to involve the 
Attorney General in an ongoing private dispute. His actions in this regard only further exemplify 
his contempt for the legal system in Barbados and the proper manner in which such disputes 
should be settled using the courts of Barbados. 
 

 
As always, I am more than happy to discuss further with you or any or your colleagues. In the meantime, 
copies of this letter will be copied to the following Irish and Barbados Ministers and state bodies as it 
would be remiss of me not to warn others about the potential pitfalls of investing in Barbados: 
 
1.Minister for Enterprise Trade and Employment in Ireland, Mr. Leo Varadkar; 
2.Minister for Foreign Affairs in Ireland, Mr. Simon Coveney; 
3.Irish Consular Office to Barbados, Mr. Dan Mulhall - Irish Ambassador to US; 
4.Barbados Minister for Tourism and Transport, Senator Lisa Cummins;  
5.Barbados Consulate to Ireland Zion Road, Rathfarnham, Dublin; 
6.Invest Barbados CEO, Ms. Kay-Anne Brathwaite. 
 

This letter is intended solely for the benefit of the person to whom it is addressed and copied to. 
Subject as set out herein, this letter is not to be transmitted to any other person, nor is it to be relied 
upon by any of the persons to whom it is addressed or by any other person for any other purpose, or 
quoted or referred to in any public document or filed with any governmental agency or other person 
without prior my written consent. 
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 
p.p. 
 
 
Alan McIntosh 



Original Dude
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AFFIDAVIT OF ABAGI EKOKU 
 

 

 
 I, ABAGI EKOKU of 14 The Bridle Road, Purley, Surrey, United Kingdom, Company Director MAKE 

OATH AND SAY AS FOLLOWS: 
 

1. I am and was at all material times a shareholder of Sandy Bay Holdings (2014) Inc., a company 
incorporated in Barbados pursuant to the provisions of the Companies Act, Chapter 308 of the 

Laws of Barbados with its registered office situate at Mango Bay Hotel, Second Street, Holetown 
in the parish of Saint James, Barbados (hereinafter referred to as “Sandy Bay”). 
 

2. On the 11th day of October, 2017, I entered into a Share Repurchase Agreement with Mr. Richard 

Bradford, Mr. Peter J. Odle and Sandy Bay (hereinafter referred to as the “Share Repurchase 
Agreement”). 
 

3. Pursuant to the terms of the Share Repurchase Agreement, Mr. Bradford and myself agreed with 
Sandy Bay for the repurchase by Sandy Bay of our respective shareholding in the capital of Sandy 
Bay. The total consideration to be paid by Sandy Bay for my shareholding pursuant to clause 3.1 
of the Share Repurchase Agreement was (i) US$1,237,672.00 of which a deposit of US$350,00.00 

was paid as a deposit upon the execution of the Share Repurchase Agreement; (ii) one (1) two (2) 
bedroom condominium unit at The Sands Condominium Hotel situate at Worthing Main Road, 
Worthing in the parish of Christ Church in Barbados (hereinafter referred to as “The Sands”). 
 

4. The balance of the consideration or the sum of US$887,672.00 was to be paid as follows: (i) the 
sum of US$100,000.00 on or before the 31st day of January, 2018; (ii) the sum of US$330,000.00 
on or before the 31st day of May, 2018; and (iii) the sum of US$457,672.00 on or before the 31st 

day of December, 2018. 
 

5. Clause 3.5 of the Share Repurchase Agreement provided as follows: 

 
“If the Company shall due to its default fail to make any instalment payments  as set out in Clause 

3.3 aforesaid the Shareholders shall be entitled to give notice in writing to the Company of default 

and requiring the Company to convey to them respectively a Security Property within fifteen days 

of the date of the notice if the default is not rectified during such fifteen day period in lieu of the 

instalment payment then due and the Company shall convey the respective Security  Property to 

such Shareholder as follows: 

i. Upon failure  by the Company  to make  the  installment  payment due to Mr. Ekoku on 

the 31st day of January 2018 Mr. Ekoku shall be entitled upon the expiration of the said 
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fifteen (15) day notice period if the default has not been remedied to select a Security 

Property from the unsold units of the Sands Condominium Hotel and shall provide notice 

of the selected Security Property in writing to the Company and the Company shall 

convey the selected Security Property to Mr. Ekoku in satisfaction of the said installment 

payment. The value of the selected Security Property shall be the list price at which the 

selected Security Property is being offered for sale by the company or if Mr. Ekoku so 

chooses may be determined by BCQS International or such other quantity surveyor as 

may be specified by Mr. Ekoku in his sole discretion and the cost of the said valuation 

shall be for the account of Mr. Ekoku.. In the event that the value of the Security Property 

as listed or as determined by the quantity surveyor differs from the amount of the 

installment payment then due, the difference between the said installment payment 

amount and the value of the Security Property shall be added to or deducted from, as the 

case may be, the next installment payment due to Mr. Ekoku; 

ii. Upon failure by the Company to make the installment payment  of Three hundred and 

thirty thousand dollars United States currency (US$330,000.00) due on the 31st day of 

May 2018 to Mr. Ekoku and the installment payment of One hundred and fifty-seven 

thousand dollars United  States  currency (US$157,000.00) due on the 31st day of May 

2018 to Mr. Bradford the Shareholders shall be entitled upon the expiration of fifteen  (15)  

days  after notice has been given under Clause 3.5 aforesaid in the event that the default 

of which notice was given has not been remedied to select a Security Property from the 

unsold units of the Sands Condominium Hotel and shall  provide notice of  the selected 

Security Property in writing to the Company and the Company shall convey the selected 

Security Property to the  Shareholders  as  tenants  in common in proportion to the  

amount  due  to  each  Shareholder  on  the  May 31st 2018. The value of the selected 

Security Property shall be the list price at which the selected Security Property is being 

offered for sale by the company or if the Shareholders so choose may be determined by 

BCQS International or such other quantity surveyor as may be specified by the 
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Shareholders in their sole discretion and the cost of the said valuation shall be for the 

account of the Shareholders. In the event that the value of the Security Property as listed 

or as determined by the quantity surveyor differs from the amount of the installment 

payment then due, the difference between the said installment payment amount and the 

value of the Security Property shall in proportion to the amount due to each  Shareholder  

be added  to  or deducted  from, as  the case  may  be, the next installment payment due 

to the each of the Shareholders; 

iii. Upon failure by the Company to make the installment payments of Four hundred and 

fifty-seven thousand six hundred and seventy-two dollars United States currency 

(US$457,672.00) due on the 31st day of December 2018 to Mr. Ekoku and the installment 

payment of One hundred and fifty-six thousand one hundred and seventy-nine dollars 

United States currency (US$I56,179.00) due  on the 31st day of December 2018 to Mr. 

Bradford the Shareholders shall be entitled upon the expiration of fifteen (15) days after 

notice has been given under Clause 3.5 aforesaid in the event that the default of which 

notice was given has not been remedied select Security Properties from the unsold units 

of the Sands Condominium Hotel and shall provide notice of the selected Security 

Property in writing to the Company and the Company shall convey the selected Security 

Properties to the Shareholders respectively  as  tenants  in  common  m  proportion to 

the amount due to each Shareholder  on  the  31st  day  of December 2018. The value 

of the selected Security Properties shall be the list price at which the selected Security 

Property is being offered for sale by the company or if the Shareholders so choose may 

be determined by BCQS International or such other quantity surveyor as may be 

specified by the Shareholders in their sole discretion and the cost of the said valuation  

shall  be for the account of the Shareholders. In the event that the value of the Security 

Properties as listed or as determined by the quantity surveyor  exceeds  the amount of 

the installment payment then due, the difference between the said installment payment 

amount and the value of the Security Properties shall be reimbursed to the Company by 
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the Shareholders and in the event that the value  of the Security Properties as listed or 

as determined  by the quantity surveyor is less than the amount of the installment 

payment then due, the difference between the said installment payment amount and the 

value of the Security Properties shall be credited by the Company to the Shareholders 

for the payment of the Common Expenses of the respective Security Properties. 

iv. Upon completion of the valuation of a Security Property Mr. Ekoku or the Shareholders 

as the case may be shall give notice to convey and within thirty (30) days of the date of 

the notice to convey a Security Property in accordance with this Clause 3.5(iv) the 

Company shall execute in respect of such Security Property an Agreement for Sale and 

a Deed of Conveyance in substantially the same form as the Agreement for Sale and 

Deed of Conveyance prevailing at the time of the conveyance of the Security Property 

and that is executed with purchasers of units of the Condominium Development known 

as The Sands Condominium Hotel. 

6. Sandy Bay defaulted on the outstanding due to me and pursuant to the aforementioned clause of 
the Share Repurchase Agreement, I took up residence in Apartment 54 at The Sands on the 17th 

day of January, 2020. 
 

7. On or about the early afternoon of Saturday, the 8th day of February, 2020, I returned to The Sands, 
having left the property earlier that day, and found that a new lock had been fitted to the door of the 

apartment. 
 

8. I immediately went to the reception desk in the entrance lobby and inquired of the staff member on 

duty why the lock had been placed on my apartment door and requested a key to the new lock so 
that I could access my apartment. I was informed by the duty manager, Isabelle, that she was not 
authorised to provide me with a key to the new lock and that I would have to liaise with Mr. Peter 
J. Odle in respect of the same. 

 
9. I returned to the apartment and proceeded to force the door to the apartment open and re-entered 

the apartment. I was aware at all material times that Mr. Odle would call the Royal Barbados Police 

Force and attempt to lay a complaint against me for criminal damage.  
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10. Approximately thirty (30) minutes after I gained entry to the apartment, three (3) officers from the 
Royal Barbados Police Force, who were stationed at the Worthing Police Station, arrived at the 
apartment. The officers were accompanied by Billy, a senior security employee of Mr. Odle. The 

officers identified themselves to me in a courteous manner and I invited them into the apartment. I 
was informed by the officers that they had received a report of trespass, unlawful entry, criminal 
damage and threatening behaviour by me towards employees of The Sands. 
 

11. Station Sergeant Bynoe, the most senior of the officers present, requested my version of events 
and I proceeded to provide him with the same. I was informed by Station Sergeant Bynoe, that he 
was present because this was the second time that officers from the Worthing Police Station had 

been called to The Sands to deal with matters concerning myself, Mr. Odle and apartment number 
54. 
 

12. I was further advised by Station Sergeant Bynoe that he had been made aware that I had previously 
presented documents, namely company share certificates, the share repurchase agreement and 
the trust agreements to the officers who had attended the initial call and wanted to inspect the 
same. I provided Station Sergeant Bynoe with my iPad, as I kept electronic copies of the 

aforementioned documents on my iPad, for him and the other officers present to review the same. 
I advised Station Sergeant Bynoe that I would email electronic copies of the documents or hand 
deliver physical copies of the documents which had been reviewed by himself and the other officers 
to the Worthing Police Station so that the same could form part of the official police report of the 

incident. I was informed by Station Sergeant Bynoe that electronic copies of the documents would 
suffice. 
 

13. Upon the conclusion of the review of the documents by Station Sergeant Bynoe, I was informed 
that the conclusion which was reached by the officers who attended the initial call was correct and 
this matter was a civil matter and did not require the involvement of the Royal Barbados Police 
Force. 

 
14. Station Sergeant Bynoe inquired of Billy as to the whereabouts of Mr. Odle. Billy informed Station 

Sergeant Bynoe that Mr. Odle was currently en route to the Sands. Station Sergeant Bynoe 

informed Billy and myself that unless Mr. Odle was close to The Sands, he and the officers 
accompanying him would return to the Worthing Police Station and return to The Sands later that 
day. 
 

15. I accompanied the officers to the reception area of The Sands and as they were preparing to leave 
The Sands, Mr. Odle arrived. Mr. Odle was on his cellular phone as he was exiting his vehicle, 
Station Sergeant Bynoe waited for him to finish his conversation. It was my opinion having observed 

Mr. Odle’s demeanour that he was visibly agitated that I remained on the premises of The Sands 
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and that I had not been forcibly removed by the Royal Barbados Police Force. Mr. Odle stated to 
the officers and myself that he had been speaking with the Attorney General who was “advising 
him on this matter”. 

 
16. Station Sergeant Bynoe asked Mr. Odle if there was a more private area where he could speak to 

us both. Mr. Odle indicated that there was and the officers, Mr. Odle, Billy and myself went to the 

manager’s office on the ground floor of The Sands. We, Mr. Odle and I, were advised by Station 
Sergeant Bynoe that upon an investigation of the complaint and an inspection of the documents 
provided by me, he was not of the opinion that the dispute between Mr. Odle and myself was a 
matter for the Royal Barbados Police Force. He went on to state that there was evidence to show 

that I had a right to enter and remain on the property. 
 

17. Mr. Odle advised Station Sergeant Bynoe that he was the owner and chairman of the hotel and 

that I was a liar and had been paid a substantial sum of money by him.  
 

18. Station Sergeant Bynoe reiterated that in his opinion the matter was one to be determined by the 

Courts of Barbados and not the Royal Barbados Police Force and that Mr Odle should seek 
guidance from his Attorney-at-Law. Mr Odle again stated that he had taken advice from his 
Attorney-at-Law, the Attorney General and another individual personally on the matter and that I 
was not entitled to enter and remain on the property. Mr Odle further stated that I would not be 

allowed onto the property under any circumstances and that he had instructed his employees to 
remove the door to the apartment which I was occupying and to remove my possessions from the 
said apartment. 
 

19. One of the other police officers present advised Mr. Odle that any attempt to disturb or damage my 
personal possessions which were in the apartment could be deemed a criminal action. 
 

20. In an attempt to calm the situation, I proposed that I would leave the manager’s office. But, prior to 
leaving the manager’s office, I advised all of the parties that I would engage a locksmith and a 
carpenter to replace and repair the locks to the door to the apartment. I again reiterated that I would 

be willing to commence an action in the High Court of Barbados to enforce my rights under the 
Share Repurchase Agreement. With the permission of the police officers, I left the manager’s office 
and returned to the apartment. 
 

21. Later that afternoon, I sent the documents and all relevant details of my dispute with Mr. Odle via 
email to Station Sergeant Bynoe. A true copy of the email dated the 8th day of February, 2020 is 
hereto attached and marked “AE1”. 

 




