3.15 Deputy M. Tadier of the President of the Chairran’s Committee regarding
Scrutiny Panel meetings held either wholly or partlyin secret:

How many of the recently constituted Scrutiny Panektings have been held either wholly or
partly in secret?

Deputy T.A. Vallois (President, Chairmen’s Committeg:

There have been a total of 12 Scrutiny Panel mgesimce the appointment of the panel members
on 24th November 2011. All meetings have been imetttcordance with Standing Orders and the
Code of Practice for Scrutiny Panels and P.A.CblEwccounts Committee) with agendas and
approved Minutes being made in public. Not oneldeen held in secret.

3.15.1 Deputy M. Tadier:

| asked this question on the back of a local jolishevho has blogged and said that he finds it very
strange that certain agendas, in fact - which seeronflict with what | have been told by the
president, | am not sure which answer is true eH@en made in private in secret. | simply want
an assurance from the president, irrespective at Btanding Orders say, that there should be a
presumption in general that all Scrutiny meetirfgsusd be held in public unless there are very
good reasons to hold them in private. | thinlsithportant that if she would consider sending a
strong message out to chairmen that unless thergesy good reason to hold meetings in private,
then they should be open to the public becausemilyrthe Scrutiny website states that panel
meetings where they discuss agendasstera, are closed and not open to the public and thes do
not need to be the case. It certainly was not#ise when | was on Scrutiny.

The Deputy Bailiff:
Is there a question?
Deputy M. Tadier:

There were several questions, I think, Sir, solllaliow first of all the respondent to choose whic
one she wants to answer, as they do anyway.

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

As the Deputy will be aware, the purpose for Sagutheetings is for panel members to consider
their work programmes, ongoing and new matters lwhave arisen and working arrangements for
reviews. In panel meetings, members also congiadmgress of reviews, submissions received,
sometimes in confidence, and generally to consiaek in progress, report drafting and
production of final reports. It has been agrebdrdfore, that all Scrutiny working meetings wil b
held in private in accordance with the relevann8tag Orders. All public hearings whereby we
guestion Ministers or witnesses before Scrutinyelawill be held in public. This was agreed with
the Chairmen’s Committee meeting by all chairmen think it was the December meeting last
year.

3.15.2 Senator |.J. Gorst:

The president has more or less answered my quasttbat it is wholly appropriate that there are
times when Scrutiny Panels should meet in priyaaeticularly when they are considering the



contents of their reports and when they are consiglguestion strategies for Ministers and does
she not agree? | believe she does.

Deputy T.A. Vallois:
Yes.
The Deputy Bailiff:

Can | ask Members to remember that this is quesiiog. It is not a time for debate.

3.15.3 Deputy G.P. Southern:

Does the president not agree that this, in factsttutes a major change in the way in which
Scrutiny is run and that it constitutes furtheesskening of transparency of what is happening in
Scrutiny and is she concerned about this?

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

No, | do not believe it does lessen the transpgrand the reason why | say that is there is nothing
statutory that determines that Scrutiny shoulthsétvery single meeting in public. The meetings
that will be held privately will be determined withinutes and agendas that will go public, live on
the website, and administered to anyone who wighsse that information and through the
bookshop at the Greffe. Every public hearing wherde questions are relevant to the review at
hand will be held in public. At this present tintieere is nothing statutory that determines Scyutin
should hold absolutely every meeting in public.aifhever has been the case and at the moment is
not the case.

3.15.4 Deputy R.G. Le Hérissier:

On the question of openness and the public, theweted question continued for some time of
whether there should be videoing or recording wsaal way of proceedings. Would the president
outline to us, in the light of their policy on whator is not public, whether they will be contingi
with the videoing of public proceedings by all pkowho seek to promote journalistic occupation?

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

This particular topic was discussed at the lasti@ten’s Committee meeting, which unfortunately
| was not well for. It was determined that, gofogvard, only accredited media would be able to
video Scrutiny meetings for the first 5 minuteseath hearing and we are looking into web
streaming coming forward. We have also asked PWit@ regards to this but we are looking into
it ourselves with Scrutiny at present.

3.15.5 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Sadly, Deputy Le Hérissier has stolen my thunderm one of 11 members | think who saw
Scrutiny through from start to finish. This wasamtinuing issue. It was never dealt with. Does
the president not concede that this really shoalddalt with in a fair way, that we get something
in place so that everyone can sign up to a propee of conduct? If they break it, they can no
longer ... this 5 minute thing, it is absolute norsenDoes the president not agree?

Deputy T.A. Vallois:



In my own personal view, | think the best way fordvéor Scrutiny is web streaming and that is the
absolute 100 per cent way that the Chairmen’s Cataenagree on. That will open up to
everybody to be able to see straight via the imtieand there will be no more questioning about this
videoing from whether they are accredited or norredited. Everybody should be able to access
and see the information with regards to public imgg@rfor Scrutiny. It does concern me and it is
worrying that it is going to take a while for it tome forward but at present, that is our
standardised approach that the Chairmen’s Comnftitiee agreed and will be agreeing going
forward and we will not be reviewing it at least émother 12 months.

3.15.6 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Could I just ask a supplementary, whether the geggican say is streaming even something that is
feasible with the expense? Is that not a red g?ri

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

No, that is something that we absolutely want. akéelooking into it. We are looking into how
much it is going to cost. We are looking into whaeds to be done with regards to Property
Holdings coming in and sorting out the rooms anceone have that information we will determine
it. P.P.C. are again reviewing whether they waglb streaminggt cetera, but Scrutiny want to

look into this and get it in place as soon as [ssi

3.15.7 The Connétable of St. John:

Would the president confirm or otherwise, of thbdmmbers who have asked questions of her this
morning in relation to this subject, how many adrthsit on Scrutiny currently and those who are
not new Members, i.e., who have been in the Homsgdr, is she concerned that they have not put
their name forward for Scrutiny, given if they aware of how Scrutiny runs and should not be
putting these questions if they are not willingseyve on the panel?

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

Unfortunately, it is up to each individual Membadt s their prerogative as to whether they want to
serve on Scrutiny or not. | wish that many of Mhembers that have asked me questions would
serve on Scrutiny because they have extreme tatehknowledge that would help us with the
process and the procedure. Unfortunately, | unadedstheir concerns and | know how they felt
over the last 3 years and unless we were willingra8ssembly to work together to make Scrutiny
work, then | do not see those Members serving oati@g unless we can show that it can and will
work.

3.15.8 Deputy M. Tadier:

So much for transparency. It seems that only Bgrumembers should ask questions of Scrutiny.
Perhaps Ministers should only be the ones allowegliestion Ministers. Now, | have no problem
with agendas where question plans are being seg loeine in private. That is why we have ‘Part
A’ and ‘Part B’ agendas. What concerns me heveeifiave had a recent decision, that the
president has confirmed, in December that panetingmeshould be held in private, not may but
should. Previously the discretion, as | understibogas that it was the decision of the panel to
decide what goes on the ‘Part A’ agenda, what godbe ‘Part B’ agenda, so that all meetings are
open to the public at least initially. Will thegsident give a reassurance because | think there is
tacit agreement that Scrutiny should be held inipuimdeed, all government should be where
possible. Will she give an undertaking to reviéig tagain at the next Chairmen’s Committee



meeting and to make sure that nothing goes orvatpragenda, whether that is ‘Part B’ or a closed
panel meeting, unless it is absolutely necessargus® we should not be closing the public from
anything where they have got a vested intereshéaiwhat is going on.

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

The Deputy suggests that we are closing off thdipbly having our Scrutiny meetings and when |
say meetings, it is referring to looking at ourftaour questions, our reviews, what we are going
to be doing, as if we are doing it in private améag from everybody else and do not want anybody
to know what is going on. That is not the caseerfghing that will be discussed at those meetings
will be minuted and will be available to the publié¢/e have already discussed this at the
Chairmen’s Committee and it has already been aghegdve will be holding these meetings in
private and | am reluctant to look at this situatagain at the next meeting. | am willing to see
how this goes for the next 6 months and possilai it looking at it then but unfortunately | am
not going to continue re-looking at things justdngse one Member outside of the Chairmen’s
Committee is not happy with the way that we arecpealing. We have agreed on a standardised
approach. We want to move this forward. We wamhéke Scrutiny work and that is the way that
the Chairmen’s Committee believe is the best wajotd. [Approbation]

3.15.9 Deputy M. Tadier:

If I can just respond to say that it is not simphe Member outside. The question is, to quote the
words of the president, if everything that goesrotihe meeting is minuted anyway and the public
can access it, then why do we not simply allowghblic to go into the meetings in the first place
so that they do not have to have second-hand irdoont?

Deputy T.A. Vallois:

| believe | have already answered the fact thaCthairmen’s Committee wish to go forward with
having their meetings held as per Standing Ordéexrevthe minutes and agendas will be put
forward in public and all public hearings can beessed by the public whereby they can come and
see what is going on and the questions that arglaesked of witnesses.



