2.4 Deputy M.R. Higgins of the Minister for Home Afairs regarding missing witness
statements made by victims of child abuse:

Will the Minister advise Members whether any writtstatements made by victims of child

abuse that were made to and in the custody of thte<Sof Jersey Police were subsequently lost?

If so, have these statements now been recovered aatj what are the implications for victims

making claims for compensation under the Histolizi®e Redress Scheme?

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

| am aware of one individual who says, as | undeitit, that he made statements in both 1980
and 2000. That is some years prior to Operatiortddgle. | am also aware that that individual
and Deputy Higgins have met fairly recently witkemior police officer who has been allocated
to examine this and a related matter. The polaetbeen unable to locate any statements made
in 1980 or 2000. They did make contact. Thereav®names of police officers mentioned, one
of whom has died, the other of whom has no recitlecof this and they have been unable to
locate these items. | simply do not know whethesé have been lost or not but | am aware that
this individual made a complaint as part of thetétisal Abuse Inquiry and that is clear.
Although this is strictly outside of my Ministeriaémit, | am willing to express a view on the
effect in relation to the redress scheme and ti@w Vs that because the individual made a
complaint to Operation Rectangle, the Historicalsd Inquiry in 2008, | would not expect that
the failure to find these previous statements wdidde a material effect on whether his claim
would be accepted or not. The decision on whetinarot to accept the claims, of course, is
being made by lawyers on behalf of the Council afisters.

2.4.1 Deputy M.R. Higgins:

Can | take it that the Minister is confirming thaitness statements were lost... that is a fact,
really, because all know that there were recorasvstg that statements were taken but they
have subsequently not been revealed. Will the $¢nialso confirm that other evidence relating
to the child abuse scheme also went missing fraanStates of Jersey Police and the 2 police
officers were suspected of removing evidence frioenStates of Jersey Police?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

| am not confirming whether or not the statememtgehgot lost because we simply do not know.
What we do know is that there is a gentleman wha $& made such statements. | am not
trying to impugn his honesty but we simply do nabw the answer to that. In relation to the

other matter raised by Deputy Higgins, | am comgbletinaware of this. | do not know whether

he discussed this with the senior police officethet meeting which took place but if he has
information to that effect, it most certainly shdube provided to that officer so that an

investigation can take place.

2.4.2 The Connétable of St. John:

| have got some concerns here, given that we hastestatements and historically | am aware
that we have lost drugs and lost cash from seceepikg at the Police Headquarters. | am also
aware of firearms having gone missing after haviegn delivered to Police Headquarters and
that is a real concern. Would the Minister plei@tleus how these statements and all things kept
by the police, what kind of secure archives do thaye and are they held on premises or away
from the premises, please?

Senator B.l. Le Marquand:

It is not surprising to me that over a lengthy pdrof time, items might get mislaid or lost. Also
there would be a weeding out process that wouldnally take place in relation to what was
held and what was not held. That would be pegfectirmal. Absolutely nothing has gone
missing from the Historical Abuse Inquiry. We @agking about some statements which were
allegedly made from an earlier period. | am siisfthat the police now have appropriate



processes and appropriate storage. | am not phesigre where all that storage is. | think some
of it is off site and some of it is on site in piiae. The armouries in relation to guns - if thsat
the concern - are most definitely on site althotlgdre are 2 different sections to that.

2.4.3 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

Just for the record, | have seen a letter fromleranember of the public whose evidence, not to
do with the Historical Abuse, was conveniently appéy destroyed by a flood at the police
station. However, my question to the Minister end | am not a lawyer | am pleased to say -
the Minister says that he cannot see any probleth the fact that statements have been lost.
However, surely if something can be seen, it wazeda 1980 and 2000 and it has been done
again recently, then that would have added weigiwhat the abused victim is saying. Could
the Minister just explain that to me, how he cay thet is not going to be a problem, because
surely that building up and that repeating of thme evidence is very valid and very important?

Senator B.I. Le Marquand:

In general, the fact that someone may say the shimg@ on a number of occasions does not
necessarily increase the force of that. | haveaipthat | second a decision that has been made
by the lawyers dealing with this on the basis ef ittherent credibility of the allegations that are
made and that the fact that a previous allegatiay have been made would only be part of that.

I am not aware of exactly what the conditions wgoeng back to 1980. As | say, if the police
are unable to find something, they do not know fias got lost, they do not know if it is still
with them, they do not know if the statement wasrewade as a formal statement. That is why |
am being cautious about the matter.

2.4.4 Deputy M.R. Higgins:

| am absolutely amazed at the final statement @fMimister because there is a record in Police
Headquarters showing that a statement was madkivyntividual in 1980. That is why we
know it is missing. | am also surprised that thiaister for Home Affairs is not aware that those
police officers who were under suspicion and ingaséd at the time for loss of evidence and
tipping off potential abusers | think took earlyirement. So if he wants to talk later, | willltel
him the names of the people that | am aware ot vBat | would say is surely...

The Deputy Bailiff:
Can you ask the question, please, Deputy?
Deputy M.R. Higgins:

| am coming to that now, Sir. Does the Minister tome Affairs think that it is good enough
that evidence is going missing and what steps igdirg to take to make sure that future
evidence does not go missing on the part of statesvand other things submitted to the police?

Senator B.I. Le Marquand:

| am satisfied that we now have proper systemddoepin relation to all these things. If | may

say so, when the Deputy met with the senior patiffeer, who was allocated to the matter

specifically at my request, he was asked to cona& bath more detail. | would ask, would he

please provide that detail to that officer so titcan conduct a proper investigation in relation
to the matter because clearly there is detail enpbssession of Deputy Higgins which is not to
the knowledge of this officer who is my sourcerbrmation for these answers.



