5. Questionsto Ministerswithout Notice - The Chief Minister

5.1 Deputy J.A. Martin:

In | think the last supplementary question by Dgiteckon on the Council of Minister’s view

of Income Support, the Chief Minister, Sir, saia@ttht was the Social Security Minister alone
who decided to delay again the Regulations beiaffelf. So could then the Minister confirm,
as there are no formal minutes of the meetingg, aliadhe other Ministers present were very
happy with the Income Support briefing they recdifrem Social Security?

Senator F. H. Walker (The Chief Minister):
We were very happy with the briefing we receivednir Social Security. It was extremely
comprehensive and extremely helpful.

5.2 Deputy S.C. Ferguson:

The Scrutiny Panels have undergone a considerafbeirat of training to ensure they approach
Scrutiny in a professional manner. There is al€wde of Practice with regard to the conduct of
Scrutiny which will be debated shortly. Given tHdgferent approaches taken by Ministers
regarding Scrutiny Reports which question policyuldothe Chief Minister not think that it
might be useful for the Council of Ministers to sader drafting their own Code of Practice in
regard to receipt of Scrutiny Reports and perhapgaw of his success in dealing with these
does he not think that he should get Senator LerSoalraft such a document?

Senator F. H. Walker:

| think it is true to say that both Ministers andr@iny Panels have different approaches to
Scrutiny. There is no common approach either leyRhnels or indeed by Ministers. But | do
take the point made by the Deputy and | would haweroblem at all with a Code of Practice
for Ministers. | note that Senator Le Sueur had the Chamber{Laughter] Although he does
set an excellent example, | agree, | doubt thatrssponsibility he would probably wish to take
on with everything else he has on his hands amthiment. But | will take the proposition or the
idea - the proposal - | will take it seriously.

5.3 Deputy K.C. Lewis:
Further to news that the Jersey Hospice costs&£@€00 per day to run, does the Chief Minister
agree with the principle of a no-strings annuahgtawards Jersey Hospice Care?

Senator F. H. Walker:

My understanding is that Jersey Hospice have miadiar they do not want States’ grants.

Jersey Hospice are an extremely successful ordmmsaxtremely successful not just in the

amazing level of care they offer to their patieartsl families but also extremely successful in the
way they get volunteers to work for them - of whttlere are many - and extremely successful
also in raising funds. So | see no need for not siee any wish for States intervention at this
point.

54 Deputy S. Pitman:

Could the Chief Minister explain why one memberhed Council has prohibited the siting of
mobile phone masts on or within close proximitylepartmental properties; that is, Sir, schools?
Does the Council of Ministers have a consistenicgalith regard to this?

Senator F. H. Walker:

This question has been asked and answered on nusnecoasions by both the Health Minister
and by the Planning Minister whose remit it cleadjls within. | do not believe | can add
anything further to statements they have madeisaHbuse on numerous occasions.

5.5 Deputy G.P. Southern:



Yes, Sir, in the absence of any minutes of the Cbwi Ministers meeting at which Income
Support was withdrawn and agreed a delay, could/inester...

Senator F. H. Walker:
On a point of order, that is not what happened bull allow if | may the Deputy to continue.

Deputy G.P. Southern:

I am sorry if | get it slightly wrong but in the sénce of minutes it is to be expected | think.
Could the Chief Minister explain on what groundsréhwere questions raised that should have
required the Social Security Minister to agree timdp back, subject to some consideration, his
proposals?

Senator F. H. Walker:

The Social Security Minister and his team - as $loeutiny Panel is well aware - have been
refining their proposals for Income Support ovepaiod of many months. The Council of
Ministers had a discussion, as | said - a pregentabn the latest thoughts from Social Security.
On the back of that discussion the Social SecuMirister felt it appropriate to defer the

introduction of income support in the full knowledthat the introduction of G.S.T. has been
deferred and that, therefore, he had more timdadlaifor consultation and further refinement.
That to me is good, sound, solid government.

5.5.1 Deputy G.P. Southern:
A supplementary if I may, Sir. The Chief Ministeas not answered the question. On what
grounds was there a need to revise?

Senator F. H. Walker:

It is not a question of a need to revise. It guastion of refinement and that is what is going on
all the time. | really do not know where the Dgpi#t heading here. What the Social Security
Minister is trying to do is to come up with abselytthe best possible Income Support Scheme.
It is intensely complex as the Scrutiny Panel wdlonly too well aware. Trying to get the right
balance in the scheme, trying to make sure it mbetfieeds of everyone whose needs it needs
to meet is extraordinarily difficult. The Sociaé&irity Minister is doing absolutely the right
thing by using the time he has available to enthathe refines to the best possible extent.

5.6 Deputy P.J.D. Ryan of St. Helier:

Further to, first of all, Deputy Ferguson’s questi@lating to Council of Ministers’ Codes of
Practice when it comes to dealing with Scrutinyg #men followed to some degree by Deputy
Southern’s question about lack of minutes of CdunfcMinisters’ Sub-Committees or however
they are described, would the Chief Minister canfithat first of all I have written to him via
email asking him whether he would be prepared weeve the current policy of the Council of
Ministers that they do not take minutes at certaigetings? Would he confirm that | have
written to him? Would he confirm whether he woblel prepared to look at the question when
there are full-blown Scrutiny reviews underway wiegthe would be prepared to consider that
under those circumstances minutes are advisaloleler to minimise misinformation, conjecture
which in turn might lead to distrust, therefore, king the job of Scrutiny that much more
difficult? Would he be prepared to take the reva@hat particular situation on board?

Senator F. H. Walker:

Firstly, | am not aware of the Deputy’s letterhdve received a letter from the Deputy inquiring
about minutes for the Migration Advisory Group tdieh | have responded in the positive. |
made that clear in an earlier answer this mornih@m not aware of any other letter that the
Deputy has written to me so | would perhaps askihineturn for clarification on that point.



Deputy P.J.D. Ryan:
That is the email | was referring to through yoin, S

Senator F. H. Walker:
In which case, Sir, the proposal has changed asetred in earlier on, Sir. Minutes will in
future be kept.

5.7 Senator J.L. Perchard:

What was the Chief Minister’s reaction when his Mgier for Economic Development disowned
all responsibility for the choice of the Flying Bara? [Laughter] Does he feel it would have
been more prudent of his Minister for Economic Depment to have at least kept quiet on the
matter? [Laughter]

Senator F. H. Walker:

Keeping the Minister for Economic Development quiet any matter is one of my perennial
struggles.[Laughter] | do not recognise what the Senator is asking, Sio not recognise the
Flying Banana terminology. But, Sir, the Minister Economic Development has made it very
clear throughout that although he fully supported &ontinues to support the brand in its
generality, he has always had personal reservasibost the logo. That has become known and
he responded to questions put to him by the metliaas aware that he was going to. | was
aware of the answers he was going to give. | arfegidy content with that situation.

5.8 Deputy A.D. Lewisof St. John:

| wonder if the Chief Minister could confirm that a recent question to him in the States that |
asked, he said he had the full support of the imandustry for the said logo and brand. Can he
confirm that he still has that as | have been gitemunderstand that Jersey Finance or their
members have no intention of using the brand nraday of their publicity?

Senator F. H. Walker:

I do not think | ever made the claim that we hdtddupport of the finance industry. That would
be a difficult claim to make. What | did say wasttthe working party established, which was
comprised partly of finance industry members wagspsuive. | am not aware of the position
that the Deputy has referred to but | will of cauestablish the truth behind that comment.

59 Deputy J.A. Martin:

Sorry to labour the point, but the Chief Minister his last speech to Deputy Ryan, and this
follows on from Deputy Ferguson as well, what ayvienportant piece of work, fundamental
changes to our benefit system, it will go on foange changing years of established welfare
system. Now as | said before, Sir, they have hage2tings, at least 4 hours each. Now the
Chief Minister, Sir... and we will all be very sadgee him go as he said he is going to retire but
someone has to live with the consequences of Imgnmi this new benefit system. Unless we
know... and we know that there must have been somtetheliscussion around these proposals,
they have gone back now twice and they have bezsepted again. All right then if there is no
dissent, Sir, will the Minister please rethink Hescision on the 22nd and not make it an informal
meeting but make it a formal meeting that is midwe for future reference we know what all
the Ministers in place have to say or have opinigihgbout certain parts about the new benefit
system that should be carrying on to the future.

Senator F. H. Walker:

The straight answer to the question is, no, | wdt. | believe it is absolutely vital that the
Council of Ministers - and | am sure Scrutiny Para# the same; | know that some do, Deputy -
can have informal discussions and can have brigfinbhat is what we are talking about. We
have briefings. As soon as Ministers’ opinionsraguired and as soon as Ministerial Decisions



are taken those will be made available to not@sstitiny, of course, but to States’ Members and
the public in the normal way. There is no questiérholding anything up here. There is no
question of withholding any decisions or opinion8ut the importance of having informal
discussions and briefings so that Ministers ar@@ny informed cannot be underestimated.

5.9.1 Deputy J.A. Martin:

Sorry, supplementary, Sir. When would discussioesome decisions? We do not know that,
Sir. We do not know that. And Scrutiny does nawédninformal meetings because we are not a
decision-making body. We never come to the poiriil we come to... but the Ministers are.
We need to know when the discussions... | am beifdylig Senator Le Main that | need to
know. No, Sir, it is the public that need to knowVe need to know when the Council are
making decisions and if there is anything wronghwiite decisions that there is a paper trail for
not this House, not even maybe 4 years’ time, maybegears’ time. Well, who made that
decision and who said this is the right way to goRay, Sir, the Chief Minister has said he will
not change his mind and he will not make the mgedim the 22nd formal. So | presume there
will be more discussions and we will not have dRigulations lodged in the week following
that.

Senator F. H. Walker:

Correct, Sir, because the Member has herself nfaedint equally as well as | could and did
earlier that when there are decisions States Mesnimzd to know. Exactly right. When there
are decisions Members of the States will know asws. If any Minister dissents from that
decision, he or she as they always do has the toghave their dissent recorded and if they wish
to do so it will be. So | repeat exactly what beputy herself has said, Sir. When decisions are
taken, minutes are kept and everyone is informethénproper way. She and | are in more
agreement than she realises.

The Bailiff:
| am afraid that concludes the second questiorog@eri



