2.14 Deputy M. Tadier of the Minister for Home Affairs regarding the outcome of the
Hampshire Police investigation into the circumstances leading to the arrest of Curtis
Warren:

Could | first apologise for not having been in t@aamber for question 11. | misread the

running order and there was no discourtesy intendedm sure if there is time at the end,

Christmas cheer, you may allow it. 1 am not st@itbere will be time, Sir.

The Bailiff:
We will have to see how the Christmas cheer [f.aughter]
Deputy M. Tadier:

Was the Hampshire police investigation into thewinstances leading to the arrest of Curtis
Warren and others due to be completed in Decerhieyéar and if so, will the Minister inform
Members whether any investigation has been contpletel if so, will he make the outcome
known?

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

The Hampshire Constabulary was commissioned in uaepr2011 initially to conduct an
operational review of the policies and procedumdspted by the States of Jersey in respect of
surveillance methods undertaken during an investiganto the activities of Curtis Warren and
others concerned with the importation of controldgdgs to Jersey. Subsequently, Hampshire
Constabulary considered whether there were possiiii@nal charges or disciplinary issues.
The operational review was completed in mid-201d ahh recommendations have now been
acted upon. The secondary investigation was cdetle September 2011 and that has also
been acted on appropriately.

214.1 Deputy M. Tadier:

If I read from the Privy Council’'s judgment of 2Qlthey also talk about a senior member of the
Law Officers’ Department in Jersey that advisedbbce: “That despite the French and Dutch
refusals, he did not think that the Jersey Courtildide likely to exclude any evidence” so

essentially saying that he gave permission, oeastlallowed the police to plant a bug which
was later controversial. Does the Minister for Ho#ffairs know whether there has been any
review or disciplinary proceedings with regardhie taw Officers’ action?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

That | do not know. It was not within the remit thie Hampshire Police and that would be a
matter, of course, for the Law Officers’ Departmantl not for me.

2.14.2 Deputy G.P. Southern:

The Privy Council judgment upheld the decision lad judge to admit evidence against Curtis
Warren and therefore uphold the conviction. Why ihdeen necessary to have a review and/or
investigation into the police and waste so mucHipuboney?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

Because it was quite clear from the judgmentsidéagls that there were very serious criticisms
of the conduct of police officers in relation tastimatter.

2143 Deputy G.P. Southern:
Did those criticisms not apply to the Law Officers?
Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

Apparently they did from the words which have jbsen read out by Deputy Tadier, but that
was not a matter for me.



2144 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Could the Minister inform the Assembly how manyiagfs this applies to and what their ranks
are, please?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

No, | am not going to go into such details. | aning to explain why | am not going to go into
such details. | absolutely deplore the recentlarof theJersey Evening Post in purporting to
name individuals. The fact is that we have a dludy here. We have a duty to the public in
terms of being open and honest as far as we cawdalso have a duty as employers. In the
case of police officers, they are not, of coursapleyees. They are public officeholders, as |
understand it, but nevertheless we have dutielseim tand it is very unfair to them if matters are
made public in relation to disciplinary issuesspective of what the outcome may be and at the
stage where things are still going on and | will theerefore provide the information requested.

2.14.5 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Can | ask my supplementary even though | did ndaeqet the answer that | would have liked?
Without going into ranks, | know there are 3, saldothe Minister just tell us, will he reveal

how much this is costing the taxpayer to underthi® investigation and when he is likely to
know that figure if he does not already?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

I do not have that information in relation to tmeeéstigation to hand. | could certainly find out
the cost of the investigations but there is no ddohdt these investigations were necessary.

2.14.6 Deputy M.R. Higgins:

| am just wondering if the Minister for Home Affaivould like to comment on the message that
is going out to the public today that police offeean enter property without warrant, without
showing I.D. (identification) cards and bug peoplears. Is it a case of, as far as the police are
concerned, the ends justify the means?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

I have always made my position plain on the Coterren matter, and indeed on other matters,
that the police must act lawfully and within appiape procedures and powers. That is my
position and it always has been and it always lvéll

2147 Deputy G.P. Southern:

Why was the Hampshire Review announced before ttiey RCouncil had delivered its
judgment?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

| think that was because if you look at the dafeSebruary 2011, you will see that corresponds
very closely with the arrival of the new Chief @#r of Police. It is quite clear to me that he
started to review the situation once he had arravedi decided that this was an appropriate step
to take.

2.14.8 Deputy G.P. Southern:

Can the Minister state whether Curtis Warren i$ r€tceiving legal aid and if so, how much has
he cost the public purse so far?

The Bailiff:
| cannot see that that has anything to do withpghisicular question, does it, Deputy?
Senator B.l. Le Marquand:



It is not within my knowledge anyway, Sir.
2.14.9 Deputy M. Tadier:

Is the Minister aware of an independent legal aminthat was sought of Simon McKay who,
among other things, is an expert on covert policingich seems to exonerate the 3 officers
which were involved in this case and has he reatlahd seen that report?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:
No, | have not.



