The Deputy Bailiff:

Very well. We now come to question 9. Perhapar st remind Members that there was a

debate on whether or not the transcripts of‘theamera” session should be published and the

Assembly determined that they should not and satgrare needs to be taken by any questioner
in relation to any supplementary questions whigseaout of this question.

2.9 Deputy T.M. Pitman of the Chief Minister regardng access to the transcript of the
States’ ‘in camera’ session relating to the suspension of the former @ Officer of
the States of Jersey Police:

Will the Chief Minister clarify whether Mr. Brian &pier QC had access to the transcript of the
States in camerd session where the former Minister for Home Af&ainformed the Assembly
that he had seen the preliminary report that wadasoning that he was left no option but to
suspend the former Chief Officer of the Stateseo$dy Police?

Senator I.J. Gorst (The Chief Minister):

| had a slightly longer answer but | think in lighft your guidance at the start of this question, |
might simply say this; it is my understanding tNat Napier was not aware of the States income
recession.

2.9.1 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

| hope | am not going to fall foul of anything. ey Higgins earlier talked about public
confidence and the Council of Ministers being rabgé&o given that the Assembly incredibly
voted, in my view, to keep from the public the fHtat there was, of course, no such damning
report for either Mr. Napier or the former Minister Home Affairs to see, does he not think
that it is time that a public statement was issteedlarify this matter and perhaps bring some
closure to what went on?

Senator 1.J. Gorst:
| am not sure quite which matter to the Deputynete. Of course, the Napier Report is in the
public domain.

Deputy M. Tadier:

Sir, can | raise a point of order? | would likenmve that we géin camera” for this question
and the reason | do that, | can either make thenaegt now or in a moment, Sir, but | think it is
relevant though. If we are asking questions alsoatething which was debatenh ‘camera”,

the transcripts were decided not to be releaséds Very important that we are able to ask
questions in this Assembly without let or hindraaocel to receive answers in the same way. Our
hands are tied, so if the debate and the transagohain in camera” we have no choice but to
be able to receive full and frank information in ‘an camera” way, which | know is wholly
unsatisfactory but it is probably the only way tottat, Sir.

The Deputy Bailiff:

Well, Standing Order 81 says that: “A Member of 8tates may propose without notice that the
States conduct any debate or part of a debatehwhis is not, on a proposition or any other part
of its business, so this s, camerafor a specified purpose.” The Deputy is entitledrtake that
proposition. Is it secondedfSeconded] Very well, make your proposition, Deputy Tadigér,
you wish to make it, but bear in mind that we aséyetin camera.

Deputy M. Tadier:
Sir, | make the proposition that we mowecamerajust for this question or any part of the
question.



The Deputy Bailiff:
Very well. 1 trust that Members do not wish to bavdebate about it and we can proceed fairly
quickly to a vote, Deputy Trevor Pitman.

Deputy T.M. Pitman:

As it is me who is asking the question, | do natktthis is necessary. All | want to raise is the
issue that the Chief Minister seems to have miststoled, is that there was no damning report
and that is the issue that the public need to know.

The Deputy Bailiff:
So, no other Member wishes to speak? All thodavour of goingin camera will you kindly
show?

Deputy M. Tadier:
Can we have a vote, please?

The Deputy Bailiff:
Then | ask Members to return to their seats. Tdte vs on whether to gm camerafor the
purposes of this question. | ask the Greffiergerothe voting.
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Deputy J.A. Martin:

Sir, can | just ask if that debate on questionstivdrewe gan camerais taken off our time for
guestions that we are going to cover, becausak thiat is totally unfair.

The Deputy Bailiff:

I might start taking your speech off the timgaughter] Very well, another question? Senator
Le Gresley?

2.9.2 Senator F. du H. Le Gresley:

Does the Chief Minister share my concern that thescripts of thén camerasession that we
discussed at the last sitting have appeared oogpsite?

Senator I.J. Gorst:

Yes, | do and | hope that the Privileges and PromesdCommittee will be considering how that
happened.

2.9.3 Deputy R.G. Le Hérissier:

| wonder if the Chief Minister could say when Mrapler undertook this report, was he handed
evidence or did he say: “Provide me with all thedence that is available and relevant”?

Senator 1.J. Gorst:

As | was not Chief Minister at that point and hathing to do with Mr. Napier's engagement,
writing of report or publication of the report, dmnot say. | have, of course, done a provisional
inquiry in order to allow me to make the openingwer that | did. | would need to undertake
further work in order to answer the question thatDeputy has raised.

2.9.4 Deputy T.M. Pitman:

If it is final supplementary, perhaps because efitltervention, the Minister never answered my
original question. Does the Minister not feel thaten that there was no such damning report at
all- so it could not have been seen by anyone-tthatshould be made public? The fact is, it is
mentioned on a website: | think it is Mr. Rico S@slwebsite... but these things happen. It
happened with thé.E.P. (Jersey Evening PosBo should we not put out a press statement?

The Deputy Bailiff:
It sounds to me as though you just have. Chiefid¢en?
Senator |.J. Gorst:

As far as | am aware, the copy that | have in fadimhe of Mr. Napier’s report is one which is in
the public domain and was lodged as a report ®oAksembly in 2010 and its findings are quite
clear with regard to letters and reports that Mers and officers might have seen at that point,
and Mr. Napier makes comments upon them which @ite glear.



