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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are afpinion -

to request the Chief Minister to bring forward fdebate a draft written
Constitution for Jersey.

DEPUTY P.V.F. LE CLAIRE OF ST. HELIER
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REPORT

e I hope that there are those in political life rowith a political
frame of mind who are of a similar view to mine. o, it is time for
them to do something; elections are only a year gwi could be, of
course, that | am a lone voice, crying in the wilthess. If so, | will
be rightly chastened by a complete lack of suppblbwever, if there
are indeed those that share my concern, | call fopublic debate.

At the time of writing this letter, our politicalystem is something of
an embarrassment generally. Although | was oppodedmuch of

the Harwood report, one of its more sensible aimaswo try to

achieve a more unified system of government. Clgathat hasn't

happened, and our ‘ministers’ (I still find it toeurling to use such a
preposterous title) have behaved like spoiled cdild in an

unsupervised playground, but | hope that whoevereo the next
year, have their hands on the levers of power gsmme objective
thought to the idea of a written, and somewhat clogal,

constitution for our island”.

Roger PerrotGuernsey Lawyer, 2007

The recent ‘In Committee’ debate on the role ofBladiff has convinced me that now
is the time to begin to consider a written constitu for Jersey. During the debate,
Deputy R.C. Duhamel of St. Saviour commented upad &ter circulated the
Constitution of Gibraltar (THE GIBRALTAR CONSTITUTON ORDER 2006).
Their new Constitution provides for a modern relaship between Gibraltar and the
United Kingdom. Their Constitution does not in amgy diminish British sovereignty.
It establishes rights of individuals and the formi its jurisdiction in both
administrative and social terms. It is one amomgaty that we can consider. It was
approved by the people of Gibraltar in a referendum

Progression

The decision to progress a proposal of this natasebeen some time in the making,
as members will see from this report. | have besking questions, both publicly in
the States and privately at the highest levelsyéars now.

It is in my opinion a matter of timing. | believiig is the right lead timing for such a
debate and proposition as | feel we will need tardsly to present a more mature
defence of our position internationally and withrépe especially in the coming

months and years.

| felt the same way when | lodged the depositor pemsation scheme giving the
states some lead time to prepare for one. At thwe tl lodged my proposition
requesting that the Minister for Economic Developméntroduce a depositor
compensation scheme it was 19th September 20@8uksted it was brought back by
July of the following year. By the time the progasi returned, the States and the
finance industry, together with all Islanders whergvanxious their savings would be
protected, welcomed the fruits of my proposal veittient relish.
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| feel this proposition is similarly timed, and Wgtiit might meet with resistance in
some quarters in principle, | believe that it todl tne consumed with relish in the very
near future. In my view it is inevitable.

Competence

Does anyone in the States feel incapable of sudbbate? Perhaps that there should
be a debate, but that the current elected Asseimhilgworthy or incapable of making
such a decision? Is there anyone within the Asseithiat feels they are not capable
themselves of such a debate?

I imagine there may be some members who are untebat | believe we are well
placed to make such a decision. We have a weakixmegrience in all types of States
members and a huge pool of experience in the duarahpast systems. This will not
last for much longer as many members are due ite reicluding the Chief Minister,
Senator T.A. Le Sueur, who has a great deal ofresquee.

| believe we are all capable of such a debate aal$d believe that the Island is
capable and mature enough to have such a debate.

Importantly, | believe it is time for such a debatel that it is necessary.

This issue is also of need of a referendum, anld antupcoming election it will focus
our minds on a collective future and direction thihtan aspire to achieve and belong.

| have been asking about these issues for somédeoaisle period now. Most recently
in my written submission to Lord Carswell and hean€l, | summed up my views as
set out below and in Appendix A attached.

‘The Future, in part, identified by the Crown Officers, themselves

21. The Island is moving to adopt an internatiddehtity and with that
will come the necessity to safeguard the rights @amdleges of the
citizens of Jersey through the office of an elected accountable
office holder. There is now a need for an electeddhof the Island,
either as a maturing Chief Minister’s role or tbaa President, within
a republic. For us to have equal standing amongtibms, these
privileges cannot be safeguarded by an appointigzkdfolder, this is
fundamental in any future rights to self-determimrat The historical
offices appointed by the Crown can no longer guaeathat the rights
and privileges islanders have enjoyed can be safdgd. This is
highlighted on bullet point 76 of the Second IntefReport of The
Constitution Review Group’s report presented to3$tetes Of Jersey
on the 27th of June 2008 by the Council of Ministeifhe
membership of which was chaired by the then BaiBiff Philip
Bailhache and the then H.M. Attorney General Whillidailhache
who concluded that;

“In those circumstances it would arguably be of ggeanportance to
avoid any perceptions however misconceived, thatiridependence
of the judiciary might be compromised by makingvjgion for an

elected or appointed speaker other than the BAiliff
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22. The days of the Bailiff having a representatlaole and at the same
time being the guardian of the island’s constitudiloprivileges should
end. They must make way for a written constitutguaranteeing
rights that an appointee who can be replaced aniss®d can no
longer guarantee.

23. | have attached the following question thatut m the States which
highlights a further peculiarity within this CrowPeculiat. This is
that of a Crown Appointee giving guidance and aeotadvice to
elected political office holders, in determiningattthe constitutional
desires are of the Government of Jersey in exteetations, which in
this case includes Her Majesty’s Government.

24, In relation to appeals to the Crown; would 8iates ever wish to be
in a position where it would call upon the Privy Udail to decide
upon a matter that it had already decided upon®uldvsuggest that
the Crown will never be asked to decide. So whyukhthe Queen’s
appointees be placed in a position to facilitatg ththey truly are the
guardians of our island’s constitutional privile@es

Appendix 1 and 2 from my submission have been readeor this report, but | leave
Appendix 3 for reference purposes.

Full report available at this URL:
http://www.gov.je/SiteCollectionDocuments/GovernideBA0and%20administration/
R%20Le%20Claire%20Submission%2020100330%20PLC%gaf{/1.

‘APPENDIX 3
STATES OF JERSEY
OFFICIAL REPORT

TUESDAY, 1st MAY 2007

Question Time
Written

1.4 DEPUTY P.V.F. LE CLAIRE OF ST. HELIER OF THE CH IEF
MINISTER REGARDING THE FORMAL PROCESSES
EXISTING BETWEEN JERSEY AND HER MAJESTY’'S
GOVERNMENT RELATING TO THE NEGOTIATION OF
CONSTITUTIONAL MATTERS:

Question

Would the Chief Minister outline the formal processwvhich currently exist
between the States of Jersey, HM Attorney Genenal Her Majesty's

! Appendix 3
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Government relating to negotiations on mattersugégliction, constitution or
constitutional relationships?

Answer

| interpret ‘matters of jurisdiction, constitutiar constitutional relationships’
to mean issues relating to the external relatidngeosey in respect of the
United Kingdom or any other state.

Article 18 of the States of Jersey Law 2005, stdked a function of the
Council of Ministers includes discussing and agrgdaheir common policy
regarding external relations. Furthermore, thecketprovides that a function
of the Chief Minister includes conducting extermelations in accordance
with the common policy agreed by the Council of Miers.

However, this responsibility is always carried authin the authority of the
States of Jersey. For example, in implementingl@ypagreed as part of the
States Strategic Plan, or in following adoptionagbroposition in the States,
the advice of HM Attorney General and guidancehef Bailiff will be sought
where appropriate.

Following the agreement of a policy position by 8tates or by Ministers, the
process for communications with Her Majesty’s Goweent is either directly
via Ministerial correspondence or through offic@rrespondence via the
Bailiff's Chambers after discussion with HM Attosn&eneral.

Paul Le Claire

26th March 2010

Financial and manpower implications

There are none. The Chief Minister has ample ressuto deliver for debate a
proposition such as this asks. If it is agreediglvall be a need for a referendum and
that will then have financial consequences, butthat great in terms of what we are
addressing. After all, we had one on changing ¢arks to European time and that
was deemed worth doing.
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APPENDIX

STATES OF JERSEY
OFFICIAL REPORT

TUESDAY, 1st MAY 2007

Question Time
Written

1.4 DEPUTY P.V.F. LE CLAIRE OF ST. HELIER OF THE CH IEF
MINISTER REGARDING THE FORMAL PROCESSES EXISTING
BETWEEN JERSEY AND HER MAJESTY'S GOVERNMENT
RELATING TO THE NEGOTIATION OF CONSTITUTIONAL
MATTERS:

Question

Would the Chief Minister outline the formal processvhich currently exist between
the States of Jersey, HM Attorney General and Hajebty’s Government relating to
negotiations on matters of jurisdiction, constiuator constitutional relationships?

Answer

| interpret ‘matters of jurisdiction, constitutiam constitutional relationships’ to mean
issues relating to the external relations of Jemagspect of the United Kingdom or
any other state.

Article 18 of the States of Jersey Law 2005, st#tes a function of the Council of
Ministers includes discussing and agreeing themroon policy regarding external
relations. Furthermore, the Article provides thafuaction of the Chief Minister

includes conducting external relations in accordanith the common policy agreed
by the Council of Ministers.

However, this responsibility is always carried wuthin the authority of the States of
Jersey. For example, in implementing a policy agjrag part of the States Strategic
Plan, or in following adoption of a proposition ithe States, the advice of
HM Attorney General and guidance of the Bailiff Mik sought where appropriate.

Following the agreement of a policy position by 8tates or by Ministers, the process
for communications with Her Majesty’s Governmentither directly via Ministerial
correspondence or through official corresponderiaetive Bailiff's Chambers after
discussion with HM Attorney General.
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ORAL QUESTIONS
The Bailiff:
We come next to a question by Deputy Le ClairdhefChief Minister.

2.9 Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire of the Chief Minister egarding the Island’s
existing relationship with Her Majesty’s Government

Is the Chief Minister satisfied that the existinglationship with Her Majesty’s
Government meets the Island’s current and futusglsieor would the relationship be
strengthened through a written constitution, a oca@t or other formal understanding
in the future, and if so, how?

Senator F.H. Walker (The Chief Minister):

| am satisfied that the existing relationship whithr Majesty’s Government currently,
and for the foreseeable future, meets Jersey'ssneBde relationship is entirely
positive and works well on both sides. Whether #t&r constitution or a concordat
would strengthen Jersey'’s relationship with the WKpends entirely on the content
of such a document. | am sure that there would barigty of views, both in Jersey
and in the U.K., on what that content should beer&his a strong argument that an
unwritten constitutional relationship allows for moflexibility and for greater
development in the future. With regard to the faturwill later this morning be
making a statement on the conclusion of a formamBwork for developing the
international identity of Jersey, which | have a&gtevith the U.K. Secretary of State
for Constitutional Affairs. | am convinced thaigliramework will further strengthen
Jersey’s constitutional position by setting out ¢batext of the U.K.’s responsibilities
for Jersey’s international relations, while recaymy that Jersey is a responsible,
stable and mature democracy with its own broaccpafiterests.

2.9.1 Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

That is very reassuring to hear and | thank thefCMinister that he is satisfied that
the current arrangements do meet our needs anfiitowe needs, and | am sure that
most Members will agree with me that that is a wayfd position to be in. But |
would like to ask the Chief Minister in regard teetstatement that he is going to
make, and as he brings it up in his question todasgn the content of his answer to
me in that any concordat would have to be consttlbyea variety of people for their
views on the content, as any detail of the contemght be significant in a
constitutional perspective, does then it not aldbif that is the case — if that is good
for the goose it should be good for the ganderitrieeds to be considered with a
variety of views, i.e. the States Members, in respg# a concordat or a written
constitution, that any such framework as has bagred, we are about to be told, by
the Chief Minister should also return to the Asshmior ratification and their
consideration in respect of writing-up the framekvof any such agreements in the
future, because writing-up the framework stitchesup; it stitches us up to a playing
field and measures us in. The question is, doeghaChief Minister agree that if
those considerations have validity in respect wfritten constitution and a concordat
then they should also have had had the approvtieoBtates Assembly before they
were drafted and signed by the Chief Minister?
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Senator F.H. Walker:

There is a world of a difference between a condooda formal written constitution
and the framework that | am presenting to the Staiday. The framework does not
change Jersey’s constitutional position, it isateshent which basically confirms the
U.K.'s ratification of our constitutional positioand strengthens our international
position in a number of ways, and, it is entirebnsistent with the decision of the
States taken in the Strategic Plan when the Stageesed that | should endeavour to
agree a protocol with the Lord Chancellor, whicll support further extension of the
Island’s international personality and independeofcaction. The way this has been
handled is entirely consistent with the way thatinational agreements are normally
handled, and entirely consistent with the way inowhthe States have previously
agreed, and indeed set a precedent for in thengjgrfi agreements with the E.U. on
the Savings Tax Initiative.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Perhaps we could draw in other Members’ attentithe Chief Minister's capable
answers when we do get to the statement in resp#oese questions, but I...

The Bailiff:

Deputy, you have the opportunity to question theeCMinister on his statement
when he has made it.

2.9.2 Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Yes, Sir. What | was going to say, was rather tipase a whole bunch of

supplementary questions at this stage, | will, & allowed to ask the questions,
reserve those for the time that we address therséait. But may | ask at this point,
just as a gesture of politeness, | do have a qures$tr the Chief Minister in this

respect, which | will set aside for later, that hasdo with defining, in particular,

agreeing to meet international standards when tmemational standards may have
an impact upon our fiscal position. How can the eEhMlinister agree to meet

international standards? Should it not have beegre®a to consider meeting
international standards”? Setting up the wording dfamework like this stitches us
up in my opinion.

Senator F.H. Walker:

It does nothing of the kind, and for the Deputystmgest it stitches Jersey up misses
the point and misses the whole basis of what ingopresented to the States today.
This is good news for Jersey; this strengthenspmsition, and to suggest it does
anything to contrary suggests to me clearly theubepas totally failed to understand
what is before him now, and | regret that.

2.9.3 Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

The Island has always said that we will endeavoumeet, and that we will meet,
international standards and we have prospered balturally, economically and

internationally as a result and we intend to cargito do so. Would the Minster not
agree with me that in making the response thatasejist made to me he fails to
understand that | am applauding the work and tiieectiand future relationship of the
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United Kingdom, which has been developed by theefOMinister and his Council of
Ministers? | am applauding that, but what | am sgyis that it is difficult, if not
impossible, for Members such as | to understandntipacts of agreements that have
been negotiated without our involvement. If | hakeroughly failed to be able to be
aware of these issues, then | am sure every otleenbdr must be in that same boat
too. | asked these questions prior to this inforomtoming out. My questions were
tabled prior to any of us knowing about these issa@d the consideration of these
issues have been presented to us on the desk dhisng, most Members have not
read them and they have not turned to the framewbtke understanding either. So,
is it not really disappointing that the Chief Mit@s can rise to his feet to say that | am
not on board; when the reality is nobody invited?me

Senator F.H. Walker:

I am intrigued by the Deputy’s version of being gortive when he uses phrases like
“stitches us up”, it does not sound terribly supperto me, so | am sure he will
sympathise with my confusion. All international egments which carry new
obligations for Jersey are of course subject toatipeement of this House and have
always come to this House, and will continue to eoto this House. This is a
framework statement of the international positionrelation to the U.K., which does
nothing other than strengthen Jersey’s position, lasay again to the Deputy he
should be warmly welcoming this as a significantvendorward for Jersey and not
damning it, | suppose | could say, with the fairgipe that he seems to be doing in the
phraseology of his questions.

The Bailiff:

We come next to a question by Deputy Power of thieidier for Treasury and
Resources.

STATEMENTS ON A MATTER OF OFFICIAL RESPONSIBILITY
5 Senator F.H. Walker (The Chief Minister):

Today is a significant date for Jersey. In accocéanith the objective set out in the
States approved Strategic Plan for 2006 to 201#&, $ecretary of State for
Constitutional Affairs, Lord Falconer, and | havgned a document which sets out a
framework for developing Jersey’s internationalnitily. It recognises quite clearly
that Jersey has a unique identity separate from diffierent to the U.K. It also
recognises that there will be times when our issrenay differ and that while we will
work together to resolve them, it is entirely jtist for these differences to remain
and to be recognised. The framework does not seeshainge our constitutional
relationship with the U.K. We agree that it worksland we are both committed to
evolving methods to achieve our mutual interestthink that the commitment to
continue evolution is very healthy and very impottd am also pleased that we have
agreed that Jersey and the U.K. will work togetogpromote a wider understanding
and development of Jersey’s international statasi@entity. | know this will provide

a very strong foundation on which to enhance oandihg in the international
community which will benefit all Islanders. We haakk been working hard for many
years to counter the negative images that somedwikd to paint of Jersey. A clear
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statement by the U.K. endorsing Jersey as a reigpenstable and mature democracy
sends a message to the international communityotimatetractors will find hard to
repose. | envisage that this will not only be gdéadJersey’s business interests but it
should be something that every Islander can bedpobuTherefore, in conclusion, let
me say that | believe this is an historic and inguairagreement for Jersey. Both Lord
Falconer and | are fully committed to maintainiing topen and valued relationship
between Jersey and the U.K. and to work togethpaimership. It will help Jersey to
move forward confidently in the international areswad to engage positively with
other countries as a responsible, stable and mdem®cracy which meets accepted
international standards and obligations. The falitent of the framework document
which has been circulated to all Members is a®fat “Following the Statement of
Intent agreed on 11th January 2006, the Chief Mgni®f Jersey and the .U.K
Secretary of State for Constitutional Affairs haagreed the following principles.
They establish a framework for the developmenhefinternational identity of Jersey.
The framework is intended to clarify the constibugl relationship between the U.K.
and Jersey which works well and within which methagde evolving to help achieve
the mutual interests of both the U.K. and Jers&y.The U.K. has no democratic
accountability in and for Jersey which is goverthgdts own democratically elected
Assembly. In the context of the U.K.'s responsipilifor Jersey’s international
relations, it is understood that the U.K. will ramtt internationally on behalf of Jersey
without prior consultation. The U.K. recognisestttie interests of Jersey may differ
from those of the U.K. and the U.K. will seek tpmresent any differing interests when
acting in an international capacity. This is paifely evident in respect of the
relationship with the European Union (E.U.) whdre U.K. interests can be expected
to be those of an E.U. Member State and the irtteisJersey can be expected to
reflect the fact that the U.K.’s membership of tha&J). only extends to Jersey in
certain circumstances as set out in protocol 3hef W.K.'s Treaty of Accession;
(2) Jersey has an intentional identity which idedént from that of the U.K.; (3) The
U.K. recognises that Jersey is a longstanding suhathocracy and supports the
principle of Jersey further developing its interoaal identity; (4) The U.K. has a role
to play in assisting the development of Jerseysrivational identity. The role is one
of support, not interference; (5) Jersey and thK. dommit themselves to open,
effective and meaningful dialogue with each otheramy issue that may come to
affect the constitutional relationship; (6) Intetinaal identity is developed effectively
through meeting international standards and olitigat which are important
components of Jersey’s international identity; Thg U.K. will clearly identify its
priorities for delivery of its international obligans and agreements so that these are
understood and can be taken into account by Jémsdgveloping its own position;
(8) The activities of the U.K. in the internatiorsakena need to have regard to Jersey’'s
international relations, policies and responsiketit (9) The U.K. and Jersey will work
together to resolve or clarify any differences whigay arise between their respective
interests; (10) Jersey and the U.K. will work jbyrtb promote the legitimate status of
Jersey as a responsible, stable and mature dergoasitit its own broad policy
interests and which is willing to engage positiveligh the international community
across a wide range of issues.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
On a point of order, Sir, may |, before you opea fibor for potential questions to the

Chief Minister, just ask the Chief Minister [Laughter] or ask through the Chair, in
reading the...
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The Bailiff:

If it is a point of order, you are seeking a rulingm the Chair.
Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Sorry, a ruling.

The Bailiff:

It is nothing to do with the Chief Minister.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Right, Sir. In reading the statement of the Chighibter, | believe he omitted the
penultimate paragraph, Sir.

The Bailiff:

I understand the Chief Minister has slightly mcetifithe statement and it was the
modified statement that he read out to the Assembly

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
Yes, Sir.
The Bailiff:

And no doubt will be circulated to the Members inedcourse. Certainly, it was
different from the text which I have in front of i@eputy. You are quite right.

Senator F.H. Walker:

Could | please just clarify that. | did understahdt the modified version had been
distributed to Members and | apologise if it hat no

The Bailiff:

Chief Minister, the Greffier and | understand ttts text has been modified perhaps
on more than one occasion; the text of the statemehthe Statement of Intent but

Members should have on their desks the final ctipyot, any Member who does not

have the copy which the Chief Minister read owinl sure they can obtain one from
the Greffier.

5.1 The Connétable of St. Lawrence:

Well, Sir, I did not read the statement word fordvas the Chief Minister was making
it, so | could not say whether | had got the oldsian or the new one. But, anyway, |
would like to congratulate the Chief Minister onstimitiative and | think reading it

through, | am very happy with the terms of it. Iy however, like his confirmation

that you, Sir, and the Attorney General were botvolved in discussions on this
document before it was completed. Thank you, Sir.
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Senator F.H Walker:
Yes, Sir, | can give the Connétable and the Hooséirmation that that was the case.
5.2 Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Obviously | have already spoken about this in meggtiens previously to the Chief
Minister but what | wanted to put across and pidewas any veiled criticism. | used
the words “stitched-up” and | should have saidt¢sed-in". My concern —and it is a
concern — relates to the framework itself that besn presented at the back of this
statement.

The Bailiff:

Deputy, please be concise because a number of Membigh to ask questions and
there will not be time.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Right, Sir. Is this the actual written frameworkdatioes item 6 bind us or will the
Chief Minister return to the Assembly for any folrbanding agreement in the future?

Senator F.H Walker:

Paragraph 6 does not bind us to any new specitiernational agreements or
obligations and any such proposals would have neect this House for approval.

5.3 Deputy J.B. Fox:

| think it is a very good document but | just waht® know whether this has any
financial commitments on the Island in additiorthiat which we already have. Thank
you.

Senator F.H Walker:
No, Sir.
54 Deputy P.J.D. Ryan:

First of all, | would like to absolutely heartilyongratulate the Chief Minister and his
team. | think they have done an absolutely supsvb$ir. We have been looking at it
from afar as the Scrutiny Panel responsible. | wdike to congratulate his team
particularly on the highly skilled way and the detyt that they have shown in
negotiating this. | think it is absolutely exceliemhat is the first point. The question,
Sir, is twofold and | will be as concise as | c&ihis is probably a further small step on
the road towards Jersey developing its own forgigiicy. Slowly but inexorably that
is the way we are going. Would the Chief Ministgreee that in a non-party political
system, it is going to be important for him to coumtate perhaps a little bit more
effectively than has been necessary in the paktatiter States Members? Would he
be prepared to commit to that and perhaps throbghScrutiny Panel's regular
6-monthly meeting, we could set a small period ohet aside for general
communication on this particular area of policy?
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Senator F.H Walker:

| thank the Deputy warmly for his congratulatiomslahose too of the Constable of
St. Lawrence. This is a very significant step famvan developing Jersey’s
international identity and status and | am pleatted the Deputy recognises that.
There is a need to communicate freely matters ofi smnportance effectively and |
know some Members are concerned that this agreedigmiot come to the House
before being signed but the fact is that had iefiect been the matter of a public
negotiation, then the Lord Chancellor simply wountit have signed it because that is
not the way that governments traditionally ente¢o isuch agreements. So | am more
than happy to meet with the Deputy’s Corporate idfescrutiny Panel to discuss
international agreements, as | think he knows, @indourse as we have done on a
number of occasions already. So | would just, far tecord, like to confirm that the
Corporate Affairs Scrutiny Panel were aware andréaive a copy of the framework
some time ago.

5.5 Deputy K.C. Lewis:

While | welcome this signing of the agreement betwé¢he Secretary of State for
Constitutional Affairs, Lord Falconer, my questi@nregarding our relationship with
Guernsey who appear to be treading a slightly diffe path. There have been
discussions of the possibility of changing from @noProtectorate to Dominion status
even. How does the Chief Minister see the developnoé our relationship with
Guernsey? Thank you, Sir.

Senator F.H Walker:

Can | firstly make it clear there was some repgriimboth Jersey and Guernsey that
almost smacks of me crowing that Guernsey weramat position to sign a similar
framework as we are. They are not but those reaaen®r Guernsey and the U.K. to
resolve and the comment certainly should not haen lattributed to me but that is an
issue for perhaps some other discussion. Sir, ime®ting for the first time, together
with my Treasury and Resources Minister, with tHeée€Minister and the Treasury
and Resources Minister of Guernsey on Friday aledk forward very much to that
meeting. | can say that all the preparation fot thaeting has been conducted in a
very amicable and positive way and | hope very mihett the meeting will continue
in that vein and our future relationship with Guaan will continue in that vein
because, as | have said on many previous occasidaspf the greatest importance
that it should.

5.6 The Deputy of Grouville:

First, other than signing an agreement, could thief@Jinister explain if the situation

differs from what we have at present and, secoraatywe or the U.K. ever minded to
develop a charter with the U.K. Government?

Senator F.H Walker:

| think the differences from the previous posittonwhere we are now following the

signing of this framework are some very importamteied obligations and statements
made by the U.K. Government. There is a formal cament to consult Jersey on
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international matters which we did not have befamd of course there is a statement
that the U.K. has no U.K. democratic accountabiiity Jersey and we have not had
that statement before but there are no specific olelgations for Jersey. As for a
written constitution, | think | covered that pointmy response to Deputy Le Claire’s
earlier question. There are pros and cons for aiityew protocol. There are pros and
cons and if we were to try to negotiate such a &rstatement, then some of it might
work in our favour; some of it might work again§he general view at the moment —
and | put this to the Assembly on a number of docasin the past — is that the
unwritten constitution agreement that we have igeritexible and gives us more
opportunity to develop our own position in the fetuSo we are not currently
pursuing any form of written protocol at this stage

5.7 Deputy S.C. Ferguson of St. Brelade:

I would, firstly, congratulate the Chief Ministehat perhaps Westminster will
understand a little better the position of Jersew &rown peculiar. In paragraph one,
it states that the U.K. has no democratic accoilitfain and for Jersey which is
governed by its own democratically elected AssemBliyen the necessity for precise
language in international agreements, does thef Ghirgster agree that this reflects
the true constitutional position?

Senator F.H Walker:

First of all, | thank the Deputy for her congratidas as well and | do agree with her
that this framework will— certainly | am very cdddnt— result in a better
understanding in Westminster of Jersey’s true jpositYes, Sir, this would not have
been included in the framework if it did not reti¢loe true agreement between us and
the U.K. and the true demaocratic accountabilityitims

5.8 Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| did ask before and | rise again to ask agaithisthe actual framework? That is the
first part of the question because it has not ggtsignatures on it and, secondly, what
process will now follow in respect of Lord Falcora#rculating that framework to the
U.K. Government? How will it be put to them?

Senator F.H Walker:

It is the true framework and it has, | can confilmeen duly signed. | do not know
what Lord Falconer’s plans are to circulate or camivate the framework to
Members of the U.K. Government or Members of theisés of Parliament. That is
very much a matter for Lord Falconer and the U.kv&nment.

5.9 Deputy J.A. Martin:

Yes, that follows on nicely, Sir. | should offer nopngratulations that we have got
this in writing. The U.K. commit to do very many fférent things in this
understanding of agreement. Would the Minister uadte to keep us informed as to
what they carry out to promote the Island and tormit themselves and what they are
doing in, say, the next 12 months? Thank you, Sir.
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Senator F.H Walker:

Yes, Sir. | do not think the U.K. has committeddtwing anything at a certain date or
anything of that nature. This is more of a genpraition as and when the necessity
arises, but | will happily keep the Deputy and theuse informed. In fact, | would
suggest it probably is a very good idea if | regzatk to the House certainly within a
year, and maybe at the end of 6 months, on howela¢éionship has developed and
evolved on the back of the signing of this framedwand | am more than happy to do
SO.
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