3.14 Deputy T.M. Pitman of the Minister for Home Afairs regarding the States of Jersey
Police’s action in relation to 3 plots to kill Islanders since 2010:

Further to statements from the States Police they have had 3 plots to kill Islanders since

2010, will the Minister clarify whether this numbisr correct, what action was taken against

those making the alleged threats, and under what these actions were enforced?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand (The Minister for Home Affairs):

Following a Freedom of Information request, thet&taf Jersey Police revealed to {leesey
Evening Post that there had been 3 occasions since 2010 where had been an assessment,
based upon intelligence received, of a very higk of danger to a person’s life.

[11:00]

The Jersey Evening Post sub-editor then created a colourful headline whigts worded in the
way set out in the question. The assessmentslohgre were based upon intelligence which,
although sufficient to identify the person who negdo be protected, were insufficient to bring a
successful prosecution. Sometimes in such casesfitbrmation is insufficient to even identify
the precise source of the threat.

3.14.1 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Obviously one only has to look back a couple ofrgda see a documented conviction for a
gentleman making a threat of death to memberseptiblic. Initially, | know for a fact, that
was only going to be progressed through a Parishimtpiiry. Could the Minister tell us is that
the normal procedure for such serious threats tolees of the public?

Senator B.I. Le Marquand:

| am so sorry, | did not completely hear the questilt was not the Deputy’s fault; there were 2
bouts of coughing which went right across someisfwords. | did not pick up what was the
particular incident that he was referring to.

Deputy T.M. Pitman:

| was referring to the fact that in 2011 a gentlemal can call him that, was convicted in the
court for making a death threat to a family wheferaner politician was staying. Initially, that
procedure was only going to be done through a Irdfiall Inquiry; what | am asking the
Minister is: is that the standard reaction to alldareat?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

| can only speak on behalf of the States of JePs@ice and it is their role to identify incidents
and to investigate them and to produce files faspcutors. | think, if there is criticism here, it
would be criticism of the first thoughts of a progtor in relation to how to deal with this, but |
take the view that death threats should alwaysreatdd seriously. As | say, | am not
responsible for the behaviour of prosecutors.

The Bailiff:

Does any other Member wish to ask a question? @owish to ask a final question, then,
Deputy?

3.14.2 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Indeed, Sir. That case is documented, we all kihasva [ Name omitted from the transcript in
accordance with Standing Order 109(7)], it is in the public domain; we cannot name Curtis
Warren and not someone who makes death threatofey The police were subject to another
complaint just at Christmas, a death threat to t@rotnember of the public from the same
person, no action taken. Indeed, the member ofpth®ic was not even got back to by the
police.



The Baiiliff:

Deputy, Members are not meant to mention namesssirilds unavoidable and central for the
guestion to be understood.

Deputy T.M. Pitman:

I think it is, Sir.

The Bailiff:

No, it is not, you can simply ask the question asadter of principle.
Deputy T.M. Pitman:

| always take your advice, Sir but, given the fdwat the person in question is receiving
taxpayers’ money, it is a very serious questiotoashy these serious threats are not being taken
seriously. It is worrying to many people.

The Bailiff:
That is a proper question, but you do not needdntion the name in order to do it.
Senator B.I. Le Marquand:

As | said before, the role of the police is to istigate matters and produce a file for the
prosecutor to consider as to whether there isfacgurit basis for prosecution. | know nothing of
the detail of this case because, as Members oAggsmbly know, it would be improper for me
to get involved in individual investigations.

The Bailiff:

Deputy Pitman, it appears to me that mention of tlaane was clearly in breach of the standing
order, so | am going to direct it be withdrawn fréime Hansard

Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Could 1 just ask your explanation then, becausellegly Members name Curtis Warred,
cetera; | just do not understand how the things diffemstimes. | am just asking so | do not
make the same mistake again.

The Baiiliff:

| cannot remember the context in which the refezetec Mr. Warren was made, but it is a

question of whether the subject can be discussesildg without mentioning the name, that is

the test laid down in standing orders. Your questould be posed without reference to the
name, whereas if it is a discussion of the outcofmdr. Warren'’s trial then, clearly, that cannot

be discussed without referring to the Warren triéry well, we come to the next question then
which Deputy Southern will ask of the Minister fhransport and Technical Services.



