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YOU COULD NOT MAKE IT UP! 
  

Sark is uniqueé. 
 

 Much is presently being said about 
Sarkôs uniqueness.  How best to protect it is 
the subject of fierce controversy.  Sark News, 
however, maintains that there are unpleasant 
aspects to Sarkôs uniqueness that are totally 
unworthy of preservation; a multitude of 
instances showing how the feudal regime has 
furthered a long history of injustice, a 
leadership culture with disdain for truth and 
openness and a tendency towards mishandling 
public assets.   These unpalatable aspects of 
uniqueness do, of course, stem from the top: 
 - Where else in the world would a 
ñhead of stateò allow the myth of his own 
ancestry to continue and to be accepted by the 
public?  Mr Beaumontôs Seigneurship, 
according to this myth, follows the long, 
unbroken line of his ancestors (rather than his 
predecessors) all the way back to 1563 when 
Sark was given to Helier de Carteret by Queen 
Elisabeth 1.  He has, in recent years, had to 
face the less glamorous truth that he inherited 
his fiefdom through the foreclosure of a 
mortgage in the 1850s. 
 - Where else in the world could, in this 
day and age, an unelected ñhead of stateò 
retain the power to appoint the Speaker of 
Parliament, which means control over the 
legislature and then appoint the judge, which 
means control over the judiciary as well?  
Since it is unthinkable that Chief Pleas would 
appoint constables of which the Seigneur does 
not approve, that means he has a certain 
control over the executive as well. 
 - Where else in the world would this 
appointed judge be unqualified in legal 

matters but nevertheless given the job for life 
ï after a so called democratic law reform! 

- Where else in the world would a 
feudal regime, with such a history of 
questionable government and worth (even 
meriting accusations of collaboration during 
World War II) be presided over by a UK 
appointed Lt Governor, presently Vice-
Admiral Sir Fabian Malbon, whose faithful 
personal assistant, Col. Graham, is a dedicated 
feudal fundamentalist and loyal devotee of 
Reg Guille and in the convenient position to 
be able to decide what correspondence His 
Excellency gets to read? 

- Where else in the world would 
hundreds of thousands of Guernsey and UK 
taxpayersô pounds be spent on legal advice by 
the Ministry of Justice and Procureur Nik van 
Leuven (ex member of Chief Pleas and legal 
adviser to Michael Beaumont and the M inistry 
of Justice) to defend a judicial review and 
subsequent appeal of a quasi-feudal law 
reform?  The costs could escalate into millions 
as this case could proceed to the House of 
Lords and the European Court of Human 
Rights. 

 
With a unique way of administrating its 

assetsé . 
 

- Where else in the world would the 
parliament grant the feudal lord £28,000 a 
year for life in lieu of the feudal treizième ï 
without any questions asked and without 
stipulating what, if any, duties he is to 
undertake in return.  To top it all, this sum is 
index linked, which means it will be adjusted 
upwards in line with inflation.  It might not 
look like much, you might think, in view of 
Mr Beaumontôs advanced years.  However, 
the payment will then be passed to his son and 
then his sonôs son ï without any conditions 
attached such as residency on Sark or duties to 
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be undertaken and despite the fact that Mr 
Beaumont Jr has openly stated he is not 
interested in any seigneurial position 

- Where else in the world would it be 
left to unqualified people with no commercial 
experience come perilously close to giving 
away assets such as Sarkôs territorial waters, 
without being taken to task for squandering 
valuables belonging to present and future 
generations of Sark residents? 

- Where else in the world would a pub 
be operating in a school building, rent free in 
return for unquantifiable services? 

- Where else in the world would a 
preservation society not object to a gigantic 
telecommunications mast being erected in the 
middle of a picturesque village?  Or question 
planning decisions which are clearly 
detrimental to local heritage and culture? 

- Where else in the world would an 
activity like the Sark Lark be allowed to 
operate - to the benefit of the few and to the 
detriment of the many? 

- Where else in the world would people 
boast of a ñcar freeò environment when, in 
truth, the multitude of smoke-belching tractors 
used in their stead are, if possible, even more 
of a nuisance than the cars?  There are over 70 
tractors on the island.  With a population of 
550, that is one tractor for every 8 people, 
including children, which must be some sort 
of world record! 
 

With a unique history of injustice and 
abuse of poweré. 

 
Sark has, under the present regime, 

been a society where the concept of equality 
before the law has in practice meant that some 
are much more equal than others. 

- Where else could the feudal law be 
misconstrued in order to fit in with the feudal 
lordôs objectives of financial gain?  Although 
we know now that a lease was granted by 
Dame Hathaway, Mr Beaumontôs predecessor 
on Sarkôs throne, it suited him in 1993 to 
declare Miss Sue Grovesô lease on the island 
of Brecqhou as illegal, despite the fact that 
years earlier he had signed the Brecqhou lease 
for registration at the Greffe.  Why?  Although 

Miss Groves lost her inheritance to the tune of 
£2.2 million through Mr Beaumontôs move, 
the Seigneur was thereby able to claim for 
himself the neat sum of £179,487 in treizième 
at the sale of Brecqhou island as a freehold ï a 
treizième he could not have claimed if the sale 
concerned a lease. 
 - Where else in the world could the 
feudal lord then, a few years later, get away 
with creating and selling a rumoured lease on 
his own property without a huge public outcry; 
first denying any such transaction when it 
suited him but then decrying the breach of 
privacy when asked about the same topic at a 
later meeting of Chief Pleas? 

- Where else in the world would a 
judge condone that an elderly couple have 
their property, a leasehold worth some 
£900,000, confiscated by the tenement owner 
for the non payment of the sum of £360 in 
ground rent?     

- Where else in the civilised world 
would you find unqualified, untrained 
constables carrying on as the police force, to 
the point of arresting people for minor 
offences? 

- Where else in the civilised world 
would those who have suffered similar 
miscarriages of justice to those above be afraid 
to speak out in order to avoid unpleasant 
reprisals? 

- Where else in the civilised world 
would people really believe they have 
achieved law reform and true democracy when 
in fact the feudal authorities will retain their 
iron grip on island affairs? 
 - Where else in the civilised world 
would people live in fear of intimidation if 
they voice opinions that differ from those of 
the ruling elite? 
 No, you certainly could not make it 
up! None of these unpleasant aspects of 
uniqueness will fix themselves or go away 
by virtue of a general election alone.  There 
is a lot of work to be done and it is 
important now who gets elected to do the 
job.   Sark needs to wake up! 
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THE TRUE STATE OF AFFAIRS 
 
What do the people of Sark own ï and what 

do they owe? 
 

A proposition, number 26 on the 
Agenda for the next Chief Pleas meeting, has 
been lodged with the Seneschal that before 
handing over the islandôs affairs to an elected 
body at the end of the year, Chief Pleas needs 
to commission an independent audit of the 
islandôs assets and liabilities ï including the 
total liabilities for Sark Shipping. 

In order to stand a chance of putting 
the islandôs affairs right, the newly elected 
assembly will need to have a complete 
picture of the islandôs finances.  How else 
could they be expected to make informed 
decisions?  The proposition represents 
common sense. Sarkôs voters should keep a 
keen eye on those who vote against it at the 
next Chief Pleas meeting ï they are the ones 
more than likely to have something to hide. 

 
28 delegates out of a total 

population 550 or so means that Sarkôs 
residents have a very high ratio of 
representation in their parliament; 1 
representative per 19 inhabitants. In 
comparison, nearest neighbour Guernsey, 
with a population of nearly 59,000 and 57 
elected representatives in the States, has 
a ratio of 1 representative per 1,029 
inhabitants.  The UK, with some 59 million 
people and 659 MPs, count over 89,000 
inhabitants per representative.   

The high number of Sark 
parliamentarians does mean the workload 
can be spread to a sustainable level.  It 
does also, however, mean that the whole 
election process will be very ñclose to 
homeò.  There will be no distancing 
yourself as most people will (or should!) 
have family members, household 
members or neighbours involved in the 
election campaign. 

 

ARE THEY WORTHY? 
 

Who will stand, who are they, where are 
they from and what do they stand for? 

 
As matters stand, Sarkôs first ever 

general election will take place in little over 
three months. For the islandôs prospective 
politicians, there is a lot of convincing to be 
done in that short time span.  For the 
electorate it is make your mind up time! 

In order to allow the voters to make an 
informed choice, it is imperative that the 
candidates come clean about who they are, 
what they stand for and what makes them 
think they are suitable to represent the people 
of Sark.  The new members of Chief Pleas will 
not only be accountable to those who elect 
them, they will be legally responsible for their 
actions within the scope of the Reform Law. 

The Common Sense Alliance has 
already come forward with a laudable set of 
basic principles:  

 
 

1. Keeping Sark Independent  
2. Developing the Economy and Infrastructure 

of Sark  
3. Enhancing the Standard of Living for Sark 

Residents  
4. Enhancing the Quality of Holiday Experience 

for Visitors  
5. Preserving and Protecting Key Features to 

Keep Sark Special  
6. Encouraging Inward Investment in Sark 

where it is Supportive of the above Aims  
 
 
The onus is now on the remaining 

candidates to answer our call for transparency 
and accountability.  A number of these 
candidates are expected to emerge from the 
existing ñpolitical establishmentò ï ñthe old 
guardò.  It is time for these people to disclose 
their intentions and prove to the electorate that 
they are worthy of representing the islandersô 
interests in a democratic assembly! 

Potential candidates like Roger Olsen, 
William Raymond, Richard & Elisabeth 
Dewe, Bertha Cole, Jo Birch, Peter Stisted, 
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Sandra Williams, Jan Guy, Kate Hamon, 
Wendy Kiernan, Helen Plummer, Helen 
Magell, Diane Baker, David Melling, Simon 
de Carteret, Rob Boerenbeker, Dr Henry, 
Edric Baker, etc. etc. might all see themselves 
as participants on Sarkôs political arena after 
the elections but there are many questions that 
need to be answered by these potential 
candidates.  

Although their names are familiar to 
most, what is really known about them?  So 
many of those on Sark who are politically 
active are fairly recent arrivals.   

So, firstly we invite those who are 
proposing to stand to let us have your CV and 
answer the following questions ï you do after 
all seek to be the servants of the people of 
Sark: 

 
- Where do you come from, what is your 

background?   
- Why did you come to Sark? 
- What experience do you have in local 

government? 
- What qualifications do you have? 
- How do you make a living?   

 
Secondly, the voters have a right to 

know your political track record: 
 

- What have you achieved for Sark in the 
past? 

- Did you (like Richard Dewe) habitually 
vote in favour of Guernsey legislation, 
thereby contributing to loss of 
independence for the island? 

- Did you vote against reform of the role 
of the Seigneur and Seneschal when the 
many opportunities presented 
themselves in 2007/2008? 

- Did you vote in favour of paying 
Michael Beaumont ï and his heirs in 
perpetuity ï an annual stipend? 

- Are you involved in the Sark Lark? 
 
Thirdly, how do you see the islandôs 

future? 
 

- What is your vision for Sark? 
- Does, in your view, Sark have a future 

independent of Guernsey and Guernsey 
legislation? 

- Are you in favour of giving away Sarkôs 
territorial waters in return for 
unquantifiable benefits? 

- What is your attitude to taxation? 
- How would you encourage and attract 

investment on the island? 
- What is your attitude to the 

development of tourism? 
- Where do you stand in relation to the 

issues raised by the Common Sense 
Alliance? 

 
Many of the present members of 

Chief Pleas appear unworthy to represent 
Sark.  Sark Newsô message to all candidates 
who plan to stand for election is therefore:  
Tell us who you really are ï declare 
yourself and present your manifesto. 
PROVE TO THE ELECTORATE THAT 

YOU ARE WORTHY! 
 

A FIT AND PROPER PERSON 
  

How do you know who is and who isnôt? 
 
The FSC does it.  Even the Football 

Association does it, and so should Sark!   
Nobody can be in charge of a football club 
without filling in a Fit and Proper Personôs 
declaration. W e suggest that all individuals 
seeking election to Chief Pleas submit the 
form on the next page.  

There are, after all, calls for 
compulsory criminal checks on all employees, 
and the job of governing the island is surely 
sufficiently important to merit such a 
procedure for those who seek election in order 
to govern others.  We can think of no better 
way of highlighting the moral obligations 
entailed by public office and no better way of 
ensuring the trust of the people is not broken. 

 
Sark needs transparency and 

accountability! 
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FORM CPM01 

DECLARATION 

FIT AND PROPER PERSON 

TO BE COMPLETED BY ANY INDIVIDUAL SEEKING ELECTION TO OR STILL 
SERVING AS A MEMBER OF CHIEF PLEAS  

AS OF SEPTEMBER 2008. 
 
PERSONAL DETAILS 

 
Full name     _____________________________________ 
 
Residential address    _____________________________________ 
 
Nationality and date of birth  _____________________________________ 
 
Do you have a criminal record?    YES / NO (delete as appropriate) 
 
Details of criminal record:   _____________________________________ 
 
Do you have an insolvency /  
bankruptcy record?    YES / NO (delete as appropriate) 
 
Details of insolvency /  
bankruptcy record:    _____________________________________ 
 
 
VESTED INTERESTS 
 
Current directorships Sark companies: _____________________________________ 
 
Current offshore directorships:  _____________________________________ 
 
Current trusteeships for Sark assets: _____________________________________ 
 
Current trusteeships elsewhere:  _____________________________________ 
 
Are you involved in what is known as  
the Sark Lark?      YES / NO (delete as appropriate) 
 
 
I hereby confirm the above information to be truthful and complete and undertake to re-
submit this form should any of the details change.   
 
 
Date:                                Signature: 
 
 
 
 
_____________  _______________________________ 
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THE CHIEF PLEAS AGENDA  

FOR 1ST OCTOBER 2008 
 

Bureaucracy gone mad or the last stand of 
the ñruling eliteò? 

 
 In light of this being the last meeting 
of Chief Pleas in its present form, the Agenda 
makes astonishing reading.  Rather than 
calling for the assembly to tidy up loose ends 
and prepare for the coming democratic take-
over, this Agenda appears instead to urge for 
the immediate approval of as much legislation 
as possible.  Is this a last ditch offensive by 
Sarkôs present ñruling eliteò to retain some 
considerable degree of power by re-inventing 
itself as an unelected ñbureaucratic eliteò 
instead?  
 As they currently stand, several of the 
propositions would, if approved, severely 
penalise commercial enterprise on the 
island: 

The GP&A, led by the incessantly 
interfering Roger Olsen, advocates the 
introduction of Employment Permits, to 
include mandatory criminal record checks, 
despite the fact that the island already has a 
much simpler but fully functioning system 
in place for such checks.  Anyone running a 
business will know that regulation of this 
nature makes it cumbersome, time-
consuming and costly to employ staff. It 
would also be costly and time-consuming 
for the island to administer.  Most 
objectionable, however, is the thought that 
a small group of people should be given the 
power to decide who should be permitted to 
employ whom in a small island society.   

Coinciding with the worst recession 
since the 1930s, we are now heading for a 
defining moment in Sarkôs history; a 
moment which will influence its economic 
future and set the precedent that ALL 
FUTURE LEGISLATION ON SARK 
AFFECTING THE LIVELIHOODS OF 
SO MANY PEOPLE MUST BE AGREED 
THROUGH CONSULTATION WITH 
ALL PARTIES CONCERNED. 

The Development Control Committee, 
chaired by Edric Baker, proposes that people 
should pay for submitting planning 
applications.  A scale of fees is put forward 
which suggests that applications relating to 
ñnon-dwellingsò (commercial premises) fall 
into a higher price band than ñdwellingsò, 
leaving businesses to pick up the biggest tab 
and, consequently, adding further costs for 
anyone wishing to invest on the island.  (In 
true Sark tradition, there is also a ñcourtesyò 
band ï free of charge ï suggested. Who is that 
for, we wonder?  The Seigneur, the Seneschal 
and Sarkôs growing army of civil servants, 
perhaps?)  Charging for planning applications 
might, at first glance, seem like a nice little 
earner ï especially if you could turn people 
down and make them re-apply a few times.  
But, as well as putting yet another deterrent in 
the way of sorely needed commercial 
enterprise, would not any resulting income 
quickly get cancelled out by increased 
administration costs?  This proposition could 
actually end up costing the island money in 
the long run in the form of salaries and 
pension liabilities. Why not, therefore, scrap 
the whole idea and relieve the public of 
needless expense? 

The Medical Committee, also 
spearheaded by Roger Olsen, want to mimic 
similar legislation on Alderney and Guernsey 
by introducing a ñChildren Lawò and setting 
up a Child, Youth and Community Tribunal 
on Sark.  It is suggested that this tribunal have 
the power to, amongst other things, decide if a 
child should be taken into care.  That is 
alarming!  Common sense says that on Sark, 
with 550 or so residents, some 50 of which are 
school children, the community should be 
small enough, transparent enough and, not to 
forget, caring enough for such a forum to be 
totally unnecessary.  The last thing Sark needs 
is such a kangaroo court headed by 
unqualified judges with the power to break up 
families and wreck lives.  In the proposal, 
people are ñinvited to applyò for receiving 
training for and sitting on this tribunal against 
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ñsome reimbursement for expenses to attend 
meetingsò.  This is not only premature since 
no ñChildren Lawò has been passed by Chief 
Pleas, it is also appears to be a busybodyôs 
charter - in very bad taste ï and a frightening 
prospect, very much out of step with the 
perceived image of Sark as a freshly minted 
democracy.   

Implementing the above proposals 
will necessarily mean increased 
administration costs which will, in turn, 
necessarily have to be paid for through 
higher taxes.  These proposals put Sark well 
on the road to becoming a truly 
authoritarian state with a high ratio of the 
working population employed by the state, 
funded by a hapless minority of people 
trying to run a business or find employment 
in the private sector.  The introduction of 
such regulations will rapidly create a hostile 
environment for commercial activity.  It 
will squash entrepreneurial spirit and do 
the islandôs economy no favours at all.   

The freedom from needless 
regulation, the absence of cumbersome 
bureaucracy and very low taxation have 
always been Sarkôs major selling points.  
Once lost, they will be lost forever.  Sark 
needs to think again! 

Other parts of the Agenda hold no 
surprises.  Richard Dewe is hoping to squeeze 
through another piece of Guernsey legislation 
before (hopefully) being voted out of office.  
Sark Shipping, instead of presenting its 
accounts, threatens to slap charges onto Chief 
Pleasô account if the proposed 2009 timetable 
is not approved as it stands.  The ever-
industriously meddling Mr Olsen and the 
GP&A want Chief Pleas to decide how tidal 
power should be licensed.  And, of course, a 
lot of people want more money. 

 
 
 
 
Smoke gets in 
your eyes! 
 

 

 
RUMOUR HAS IT..... 

 
That the New Hall will be the object of 
further publicly subsidised commercial 
exploitation.  Whispers abound that the 
Mannings have made a deal with the 
trustees of the Island Hall to develop 
apartments in the roof space of the 
building.  Would the people of Sark 
ever see any income from such a 
venture?  Sark News thinks there is 
more chance of seeing pigs flying in 
close formation over the Gouliot 
Passage! 
 

 
 

 
SETTING THE AGENDA 

 
Mr Roger Olsen appears to have firmly 
entrenched himself on the centre stage of 
island politics. 
 
A Canadian by birth and married to a 
Finn, Mr Olsen is following in the footsteps 
of his predecessor Richard Dewe by 
setting the agenda.  We note a certain 
irony in the fact that under the Reform 
Law, ñaliensò will be prohibited from 
becoming members of Chief Pleas or 
holding any public office but here we 
certainly have an ñalienò setting the 
agenda.   
 
Mr Olsen, Chairman of the GP&A, 
Chairman of the Medical Committee and 
member of the Shipping Committee, put 
his name to no fewer than six Propositions 
for the coming Michaelmas meeting of 
Chief Pleas: 
 
 No. 5, Mr Olsen asks for more 
money for the Medical Officerôs Locum 
Allowance. 
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No. 7, Mr Olsen proposes the 
employment of a part-time assistant for 
the GP&A Committee Secretary.  This 
is, of course, another burden on Sarkôs 
budget but necessary in order to handle 
the increased workload caused by the 
increased bureaucracy that Mr Olsen 
recommends be put in place; 

 
No. 8, Mr Olsen proposes, but 

without recommending, the 
introduction of Employment Permits 
and Criminal Records Checks.  Without 
discussing it with the islandôs business 
community first, Mr Olsen, no doubt with 
the support of the ñestablishmentò, wants 
to push through regulations that will make 
life even more difficult for those trying to 
run a business on Sark; 

 
No. 18, Mr Olsen presents a 

ñprogress reportò reporting no 
progress in recommending audio 
equipment for Chief Pleas.  Sark News 
would boldly suggest that a simple tape-
recorder be employed at the coming 
meeting anyway.  It is not rocket science 
Mr Olsen, as the record would show, if 
there was a record! 

 
No. 19, Mr Olsen proposes that 

Chief Pleas instantly decides how tidal 
power should be regulated and 
licensed.  On the strength of having read 
up on the subject, he feels able to tell 
Chief Pleas how they should move 
forward on this matter, arguing that 
Guernsey and Alderney have done it too.  
But why should Sark make the same 
mistakes as its neighbours?  Why not wait 
until tidal power is past its first infancy so 
as to avoid costly mistakes which Sark 
can ill afford?; 

 
No. 21, Mr Olsen informs Chief 

Pleas about the perceived advantages 
of setting up a Child, Youth & 
Community Tribunal ï the snoopôs 

charter.  Although the corresponding 
ñChildrens Lawò has not been passed by 
Chief Pleas, Mr Olsen wants to go ahead 
and set up a ñtribunalò where some of 
Sarkôs residents can sit in judgment on 
which of their fellow islanders should be 
allowed to keep their children. 
 
For how long will the people of Sark put 
up with such officious interfering?  Who is 
Mr Olsen?  What brings this enigmatic 
man from Canada to Sark?  What 
motivates him, as Deputy Chairman of the 
GP&A, to put forward 6 of the 27 items on 
the Agenda for the next Chief Pleas 
Meeting?  What qualifications does he 
have and what is his agenda?   

 
Sark News would welcome any 

information from its readers. 

 
THE 2009 BUDGET 

 
 Just about 80% of Sarkôs income is 
derived from impôt and taxes, with direct 
taxation on the islandôs few hundred taxpayers 
making up nearly two thirds of it.  So, what 
are these taxpayers expected to pay for in the 
coming year?   
 Generally speaking, Treasurer Wendy 
Kiernan, who prepared the budget, has added 
about 5% to the 2008 figures.  The total 
foreseen expenditure of £1.01 million (just 
under 5% higher than the current year) is to be 
offset by a 5% tax increase and a 10% increase 
on the rates of impôt on the old budget cash-
milking cows; alcohol and tobacco. 
 There are however, some areas where 
the 2009 figures vary noticeably from those of 
2008: 
 The Seigneurôs ñstipendò is included 
for the first time, offset, however, by treizième 
etc. already received.  Why is he still receiving 
a treizième when it was abolished over a year 
ago as a consequence of a proposal Mr 
Beaumont himself put before Chief Pleas? 
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 For the current year, Sark budgeted for 
£65,000 in ñShipping Supportò.  This post 
shows £0 for 2009, which makes Sark News 
very curious.  Has Sark Shipping managed to 
balance its books or, more likely, has the 
company re-financed through another loan in 
order to cover up its financial situation?  Until 
the company presents its accounts for 2007, its 
shareholders, the people of Sark, are firmly 
(and intentionally, one feels) kept in the dark.   
 The cost of Tax Administration has 
doubled!  It is ironic that the taxman, in order 
to be able to charge more taxes, needs to 
double his administration costs ï also at the 
taxpayersô expense.  
 The budget also reveals some 
inconsistencies:  The Old Hall is a profitable 
asset for the island, offsetting its £1,000 
maintenance costs by presenting an income of 
£4,200.  The New Hall, on the other hand, is 
not listed as income-generating.  Why?  Also, 
maintenance costs for the New Hall are not 
posted with the other Repairs/Maintenance 
items but rather under Grants/Subsidies, 
increased from £8,000 this year to £8,440 for 
2009.   (Note that maintenance for the school 
is a separate item on the budget.)  Where, 
may we ask is the income from this publicly 
owned building which represents a 
considerable asset in the people of Sarkôs 
portfolio? What do the people get in return for 
generously subsidising Ms Sandra Williams, 
Chairman of the Finance & Commerce 
Committee?  Can she present this budget to 
Chief Pleas without blushing?   

Sark Shipping making heavy weather of it ï in more 
ways than one... 

 

 
SARK SHIPPINGôS 

SCHEDULE 
 
 

Is Sark Shipping there for Sark 
or is Sark there for Sark 

Shipping? 
 

Last weekend once again saw 
prospective clients of Sarkôs various 
catering establishments having to 
cancel their bookings because of Sark 
Shippingôs lack of passenger capacity.  
 
We note that the Shipping Committeeôs 
report to Chief Pleas threatens that the 
community, i.e. the taxpayers, will have 
to pay if they want additional sailings 
on the 2009 timetable. 
 
The Shipping Committee, Sark 
Shipping, and managers Ship & Fly 
are supposed to serve Sarkôs 
community and not the other way 
round.  Wasnôt it stipulated by Dr 
Spencerôs Shipping Review that Sark 
Shipping, in order to be awarded a 
monopoly, would have to provide the 
island with an adequate service?  
 
Is it not time therefore for the 
capacity problem to be sorted out 
once and for all, for example by 
acquiring a more suitable boat ï or 
allowing other operators to take up 
the slack? 
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INCREASING THE IMPÔT 
 

Would a 10% increase of impôt on tobacco 
and alcohol really create more revenue for 

Sark? 

Will they go along with it? 
 

There is one item you can depend on 
when the Chancellor presents his budget:  
there will invariably be increased tax on 
tobacco and alcohol.  Sark is no exception and 
the Finance Committee now wants Chief Pleas 
to approve a 10% hike.  The question is 
whether Sarkôs own Darling, Treasurer Mrs 
Kiernan, has really done her homework in this 
matter.  

According to Deputy Burgessô report 
of October 2006, which was widely circulated 
at the time when the impôt last went up, such 
increases have in the past resulted in a 
dramatic loss of income; for the islandôs 
coffers just as much as the businesses 
concerned.   

With visitors seeing no advantage in 
making their purchases on Sark, the retailers 
sell less, shipping loses out on landing tax 
through decreased freight and the public purse 
ultimately suffers. 

10% is a very steep rise.  Is the 
Finance Committee in possession of 
statistics to support the projected income 
from such drastic measures or is this just a 
quick-fix solution?  

Furthermore, the President of the 
Finance Committee, part time publican 
Sandra Williams, might not be too worried 
about Sark pricing itself out of customers 
for its catering establishments. She will 
remain able to undercut her competitors 

such as the Mermaid and the Bel Air, since 
they and the rest of the islandôs taxpayers 
are in effect subsidising her business.    This 
is typical Sark manoeuvring! 

Rather than increasing the impôt to 
raise revenue, would it not be simpler and 
fairer to charge Sandra Williams rent? 

 

How much does it cost to rent a 
pub?  Sark News thought perhaps people 
should have an idea of the income the 
public coffers are being deprived of due to 
the present arrangements at the Hall.  The 
figures speak for themselves: 

A quick search on the internet 
shows that the annual rent for a pub can 
be anything from £20,000 ï advertised as 
very low rent ï to nearer £100,000, 
depending on size, location and facilities 
etc. 

In 2004, according to an article in 
the Business section of the Independent, 
the average annual profit in the (rent 
paying) pub sector was £37,000.   

 
SARKôS PAYROLL 

 
 According to the Finance Committeeôs 
report, this is the payroll that Sarkôs taxpayers 
are presently paying for: 

Teachers £119,659 
Island Workmen (Douzaine) £75,339 
Salaries & honoraria 
(Constables?) £17,974 
Central admin. Salaries £88,864 
Tourist Officers £17,500 
Harbour Master £33,945 
Medical Officer £17,293 
Seigneur's Stipend £29,540 
Total £400,114 

 
The total payroll already constitutes 40% of 

the islandôs entire budget of £1,010,100! 
 

 If certain proposals are passed at the 
coming Chief Pleas meeting, more manpower 
will be needed in order to administrate the 
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various bureaucratic schemes.  In that case, it 
will not be long before the £60,000 earmarked 
for ñunforeseenò expenditure and the modest 
surplus of some £26,000 is swallowed up by 
an engorged public payroll. 

There is, as customary, no mention 
in the Finance Committeeôs report of the 
islandôs assets or its liabilities. 

 
TIDAL POWER 

 
 On page 6 of the Guernsey Press 
Tuesday 16th September, under the heading 
ñSARK TIDALPOWER FIRM FINDS ITS 
IDEAL PARTNERò, it is claimed that  
ñtidal power is to be developed in Sark.  Sark 
Renewable Energy has joined forces with 
renewable energy company Airtricity to take 
the scheme forward.ò 
 As far as Sark News is aware, Sark 
Renewable Energy, a company which 
despite its name is neither run by nor 
owned by the island of Sark or any of its 
residents, has not been awarded any 
contract for the development of tidal energy 
for Sark.   In fact, we seem to remember 
that this company presented the island with 
an agreement that was most decidedly NOT 
signed.  Did we miss something ï or is there 
something we havenôt been told? 

 
THE POWER OF THE 

PROCUREUR AND THE LAW 
OFFICERS  

 
Will their roles finally be reformed? 

 
 Sark News was delighted with the 
Guernsey Press Opinion of 13th September, 
which highlighted and attached question 
marks to the ease with which the Law Officers 
in general and the Procureur in particular rule 
the roost in the Bailiwick.  It cannot be right 
that these un-elected public servants are in 
charge of first writing the legislation and then, 
in effect, deciding how their own drafting 
should be interpreted and enforced.  There is 

definitely too much power on too few hands, 
unaccountable ones at that. 
 Sark News has always claimed that 
this is wrong ï reform is needed in the form of 
transparency and accountability as well as 
putting in place the safeguard of democracy:  
the separation of powers.   
 All credit to the Guernsey Press, a 
great newspaper for these islands! 

 
ANOTHER QUESTIONABLE 

SUCCESSION TO SARKôS 
THRONE? 

 
Is Michael Beaumont the rightful Seigneur? 
 
 It has recently been brought to our 
attention that Mr Beaumont might not have 
been the rightful heir to the Fief of Sark after 
all.  When Dame Sybil Hathaway died in 
1974, her eldest son was already dead and her 
property and title was bestowed on Michael 
Beaumont, the eldest son of her eldest son, in 
line with the currently accepted manner of 
interpreting the rules of primogeniture.   

Mr Richard Beaumont, courtesy of Guernsey Press 
 
 Dame Sybil was, however, survived by 
another son, Richard Beaumont, who took a 
keen interest in his family history.  During 
research for a book he was writing on the 
subject, a decade after his motherôs death, he 
unearthed material that in his opinion proved 
that he, as Dame Sybilôs eldest surviving son, 
was the one who obviously should have 
succeeded to the title of Seigneur.  The 
material in question stated, said Richard 
Beaumont, that in accordance with Norman 


