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Never in the field of journalism have so
many been fooled by so few!

Over the last few months, various
media have been invited to write about Sark.
Le Figaro, Libération, the Financial Times,
Channel TV, the Times, the Guardian and
Guernsey Press have all expressed views on
Sark affairs, as has the Daily Mail. So what is
it that the resulting reports have in common,
with the exception of the Daily Mail? The
answer is simple:

All the journalists in question,
despite painstakingly interviewing a broad
variety of people and being given access to a
large variety of documents, chose to come
out in support of the Opro-feudal
fundamentalistsd, producing reports that
coincide with these peopleds portrayal of
Sark as a peaceful, idyllic island under
threat from the finasty capitalistso on
Brecghou.

It is conspicuous that no amount of
argument could persuade any of these
journalists to focus on the more serious issues
of Sarkds lack of democracy and how, under
Option A, feudal rule continues as Sark will be
governed under the unelected Seneschal and
unqualified judge Reg. Guille. There has been
no mention of the injustice or the misrule,
mismanagement and incompetence that are the
hallmarks of Sarkos feudal regime. Or that for
the first time in Sarkds history, substantial
investments are being made and over 100
people have continuous employment over the
winter months; people who would otherwise
have no such security, nor welfare or
unemployment benefits to support them or
their families.
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Channel TV was invited to Sark to film
a fpublic meetingd at the Island Hall
scheduled for 4.30 in the afternoon when most
working people on the island were unable to
attend. A fipublic meetingd was arranged to
which the public was not invited. There were
no public notices ahead of the meeting and it
was obviously carefully orchestrated and stage
managed, reminiscent of the practices of
totalitarian regimes, to avoid any opposing
Views.

It turns out that a meeting was
organised by Jo Birch and Peter Stisted the
day before Channel TVés filming. This is
when the fipublic meetingd was arranged for
the following day. Clearly those attending
were the very same people who also met with
Mr Willman of the Financial Times and Mr
Fletcher of the Times. It was a painstakingly
coordinated propaganda exercise aiming to
protect the status quo for Sarkés firuling elited
and, more importantly, designed to malign and
defame those who oppose the views of this
group.

Channel TVbs crew was scheduled to
leave the island the next morning without any
intention of giving anybody but the invited
group the chance to have their say. Had it not
been for a meeting being hastily arranged after
people with quite different views got wind of
what had taken place, Channel TV would have
left the island on the morning boat without
recording the opinions of those 50 people or
more who gathered outside the Aval du Creux
wishing to express their side of the story.

Apparently, due to the unprecedented
amount of malicious gossip and libellous
allegations made against the owners of
Brecghou in Channel TVés recordings at the
Island Hall meeting, a substantial amount of
editing had to be made before broadcasting the



report. Sark News is not entirely surprised by
this, given that Jo Birch has achieved some
notoriety due to her previous behaviour; you
might remember that in December 2000 she
had to publicly apologise to Chief Pleas and
the owners of Brecghou for defamatory
comments published in Private Eye where she
apologises and promises not to fiinvolve myself
in any malicious activities against you and
your brothero. However, further proof of Ms
Birchds tendency towards bending the facts to
suit her arguments comes to light in her
interview with BBC Guernsey Radio of 1°
April 2008. She blithely stated that fithe
workforce was actually laid off on two
occasionso and continues to paint a picture of
a confused and frightened island population,
herself included, that is shaking in its boots
because of the destructive power of the owners
of Brecghou. Ms Birch must know perfectly
well that the workforce has never been laid
off. Furthermore, Sark News doubts whether
confused and frightened are adjectives that can
truthfully be ascribed to this very unpleasant
lady. Free speech is one thing, the spreading
of malice and defamation another.  Such
conduct is unworthy of any representative of
Sark, even if unelected, and Ms Birch
evidently sees herself as such, as does Mr
Stisted and the rest of their group.

The Guardian, usually a staunch
defender of democracy and freedom, invited
Daisy Belfield to express at length fan
alternative view of Sarko and ended up
printing a long letter which painted a
misleading picture of island life; glorifying the
Seigneur and his feudal regime whilst painting
a glossy and idyllic picture of island life. Miss
Belfield terms the introduction of democracy
on Sark as a mere finominalo shift, which in
reality lends credence to our claim that the
constitutional reform clearly does not go far
enough.  Although the Guardian, of all
newspapers, might have been expected to see
this aspect of the situation, not even passing
mention was made in Daisy Belfieldds letter of
the benefits that the island as a whole and its
working people in particular gain from the

Copyright Sark News May 2008

present renovation- and investment
programme. No, Ms Belfield sees fit instead
to make derogatory comments about present
investments on Sark, misleading her readers
by implying that there are several helipads,
shopping malls and golf courses on Sark when
in fact no such facilities exist, nor are they
planned, with the exception of the emergency
helipad presently applied for.

The Guardian has since, with some
reluctance, printed Mr Delaneyds very much
shortened reply, re-printed overleaf, and you
can read his full reply on our website
www.sarknews.com.

Mr Fletcher of the Times wrote an
article that disappointingly  concentrated
largely on the personalities involved and chose
to largely ignore the serious issues at stake.
As one person says: fiHe chose to ignore
ample documentary evidence that was
provided to him. And he chose to misquote
one of us...0 Another person says that Mr
Fletcher ficonveniently distanced himselfo
from facts pointed out to him. No amount of
opposing viewswas going to change Mr
Fletchers mind.

During the course of his Seigneurship,
Mr Beaumont has learned the art of handling
the media and the journalists always seem to
be convinced by the image he portrays and
take him at face value. Mr Fletcher describes
him as fiamiable0 and fislightly bumblingo, a
description echoing many other journalistsd
over the years.

Some will see Mr Fletcherds
description as complimentary but what he
is really doing is absolving Mr Beaumont
from responsibility and, indeed, his
autocratic, feudal governance of Sark over
the past 35 years.

Mr Beaumont is by training an aircraft
engineer and, it follows, has a mathematical
brain. He would be a good poker player. So
please, letds call a spade a spade.

Most newspaper articles commenting
on Sark matters have also, as does Mr
Fletcher, described the owners of Brecghou as
flautocratico and fiused to getting their own



way0. How does a journalist who never met
these gentlemen know that? It is pure hearsay
- many people said the same about my mother-
in-law. The big question is; why are these
journalists so readily attaching these qualities
to people they have never met whilst ignoring
it in the fibumblingd and fiamiabled Seigneur
of Sark? Why, in the name of fairness and
truth are not these qualities also applied to
describe Mr Beaumont? Who is fiused to
getting his own wayo and flautocratico, if not
the Seigneur of Sark, the feudal lord?

People on the receiving end of his
feudal justice will bear witness to this; Mr &
Mrs Symes, Ms Sue Groves, Mr Simpson and
many others who wish to remain anonymous
for fear of being intimidated and ostracised.
Mr Fletcher was told about the man who was
put on the boat without trial and told to leave.
He was told about the Chief Pleas member
whose liquor licence, the source of his
livelihood, was revoked around the same time
he opposed the Seneschal politically and had it
reinstated as soon as he climbed down. He
was told about the man who had his tractor
licence variation revoked as soon as he had
dared express support for the Barclays on
Channel TV. Yet Mr Fletcher chose to ignore
this information and instead present his
readers with the same old inaccurate,
untruthful and unfair dgood islanders vs bad
tycoonst story, as fed to him by the local
propaganda machine.

Even the Minutes of Chief Pleas
meetings are manipulated to give events a
certain slant. As an example, we can mention
the error on page 15 of the Minutes of the
Easter meeting, which implies that Duncan
Barclay read aloud a speech written by Sieur
Donnelly when in fact he had just supplied Mr
Donnelly with a copy of his notes. Someone
obviously wished to portray Mr Barclay as
incapable or dependent on others to tell him
what to say. Our readers can rest assured that
this is not the case.
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To the Daily Mail, Mr Beaumont
admitted that he earned twice as much per
year fiunder the old systemo as the £28,000
annuity that he is now set to receive. We
know that in some years it was considerably
more. At the sale of Brecghou alone he
pocketed some £179,000. His prolific
participation in offshore activities, the 6Sark
Larkd will also, no doubt, have earned him
thousands of pounds, tax free, every year over
the past 35 years. In addition, he has benefited
as a result of the feudal right that allowed him
to take ownership of any island properties
where the previous owners died without heirs.
A host of other surviving but untested feudal
rights might become issues in the future, for
instance foreshore rights in the context of the
licensing of renewable energy. Then there are
the feudal rents, even if nominal, collected
from the feudal landowners of Sark, the
income from visitors to the Seigneurie
gardens, estimated at nearly £25,000 a year,
plus the Seigneurie itself, said to be worth
several million pounds.

Despite this substantial wealth, Sark
News cannot establish any donation or
worthwhile financial contribution having
been made by the Seigneur for the benefit
of the people of Sark. It would have shown
some community spirit had he, for example,
given those substantial properties he
obtained from people dying intestate over
to the island community. Instead, his self-
interested legacy has left Sarkds economy ill
prepared for the future. The islandds dusty
roads and sub-standard infrastructure,
often referred to as quaint but in reality
this is an excuse for the present state of
island affairs; the lack of investment, the
mismanagement and the misconceived
ideas, not to mention the decline in tourism
and the near-insolvent Sark Shipping. Such
is the true state of affairson the idyllic
island portrayed in the media as dunder
threatd from the odnasty influenced of
Brecghou.



If you are interested in further reading
on these matters, please go to our new
website:

Sark |= News

www.sarknews.com
or
www.sarknews.co.uk
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! Letter published in the Guardian !
| 2" May 2008 |
I [
| Daisy Belfieldis picture of Sark ofl

Thursday 24™ April is misleading. Had
! Miss Belfield been a permanent resident !
| on the island, she would know that the |
1 idyllic, carefree existence she alludes to is
I only for those few who are truly financially I

independent.

! Using mainly local labour, formerly !
| derelict and boarded up hotels, shops and
1 workshops are now, thanks to Sir David
I and Sir Frederick Barclayis investment I
programme, refurbished and opening for
! business for the coming tourist season. !
| There are no golf courses and shopping |
1 malls on Sark, such facilities exist only in
Ithe imagination of Miss Belfield. But the |
quirky architecture, rugged cliffs and quiet,
! leafy lanes still beckon. !
An emergency helipad has indeed |
1 been offered to the island. Casualties
| could thus be airlifted to Guernsey in ten |
minutes. Compare this with a 40-minute
! sea- crossing in a gale and the merits of !
I such a facility speak for themselves. |
I The foundations are now carefully ,
| being laid for Sarkis sustainable economic |
future and the principal beneficiaries are
! the islandis working men and women who !
|for too long have had to live with the|
1 insecurity of a seasonal job market. I

Kevin Delaney,
Sark Estate Management
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Contrary to his statement to Chief
Pleas at the Easter meeting that filt is not true
anyway0 when asked about the rumoured sale
of the Seigneuie and despite his continued
denials to the press, Sark News believes that
the disclosure of the Seigneurie gardens being
transferred to a Trust must mean that the
Seigneurie has been or will very shortly be
sold. Indeed, it is implicit from the latest issue
of the Vouair that the Seigneurie is, contrary
to what the Seigneur has been saying publicly,
to be let.

The decision by the Seigneur to put the
gardens, which have been in the family for
generations, into a Trust is as significant as it
is astonishing and we would have thought he
would have chosen the coming Chief Pleas
meeting as the forum for disclosing his
intention. Instead, he chose to make it public
knowledge through his tenant Jennifer
Cochrane in La Vouair de Sercqos edition of
1% May. Is this not unworthy behaviour from
the Seigneur? Surely he had a duty as well as
a moral obligation to those who have served
him and Sarkés community faithfully over the
past 35 years personally to inform them of the
changes and introduce them to this new
mysterious benefactor.

Mr Beaumont owes it to the people of
Sark to reveal who the secret donor is who has
funded the garden Trust. Having already
served notice of termination of employment to
his employees and now transferred his gardens
into a trust, when can we expect the disclosure
of the sale of the Seigneurie? And to whom?
Is there a connection to the garden Trust? Who
is this secret donor or benefactor who is
prepared to subsidise the, according to Ms
Cochrane, loss-making gardens? And, if true,
what is this mysterious person going to gain
by it? The people of Sark are entitled to know
since, whoever the person is, he will have
some influence on the islandds most important
tourist attraction.



Mr Duncan Barclay on a family holiday on Sark over
40 years ago, during the time of the Dame of Sark

Under Option A, the Seigneur still
retains his feudal benefits and certain powers.

The real lies with the
Seneschal:

The Constables and the committees all
report to him and he influences their decisions.
He sets the Agenda for the meetings of Chief
Pleas, dominates and manipulates the
proceedings and decides what can and what
canft be said. Then he approves the Minutes
prepared by Brian Garrard which so often
misrepresent what took place.

He is the islandds ultimate authority,
being the unqualified judge of Sarkés court.
You can be brought before the judge Reg.
Guille on the evidence of a Constable who has
had no police training and who would no
doubt not be a Constable in the first place
without Mr  Guilleds approval. The
Seneschalés power and authority extends into
every corner of life on Sark.

Sark has a history of fisecret serviceo in
more ways than one. Phil Falle, in his
Guernsey Press article of 1 May, quite rightly
terms Sark Shippingds planned twice weekly

power, however,
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freight route to France from 17" June A
Secret Serviceo due to the unfortunate fact that
no such plans were discussed with the islandds
population at large nor with local businesses
nor with Chief Pleas.

One would have expected, as a
matter of courtesy, that the members of
Sarkds Chamber of Commerce would have
been informed and invited on this mission.
Members of this organisation are, as you
can see, noticeable by their absence on the
photographs.

Some of Sarkﬁsret agen onthis mission
The idea of a freight service
between Sark and France is misconceived.
Sark Shipping operates a monopoly
between these islands because we are
outside the European Union. Once Sark
Shipping enters French territorial waters,
they are within the European jurisdiction
and operating a monopoly is illegal under
European laws. In any event, they will not
be able to prevent Sark Estate
Management, which is not a monopoly,
transport its own freight from France.

It would have been a more interesting
option, more appropriate and of more
commercial benefit, if Sark Shipping were to
run a passenger service from France to Sark.
The French, spending their Euros, would find
great value for their money due to the
exchange rate.

Meanwhile, Sark Shipping
has announced a 10% increase in freight
charges and the necessity for charging its



passengers a fuel surcharge of £1 per adult
and 50p per child on return bookings made
after 1°* May, at a time when people have
less spending power and fear an oncoming
recession. Sark Shipping should be
reducing its fares but is unable to do so due
to the years of shocking mismanagement
which the people of Sark are now going to
have to pay for.

It is interesting to note that Phil Falle is
fifearful of getting it in the necko for
commenting on the fisecret serviced. Sark
News applauds him for overcoming his
fearfulness and telling things as they are.

Kevin Delaney has received a letter
from AO Hall Advocates in Guernsey acting
on behalf of Sark Shipping threatening him
personally with legal action because the
Brecghou Warrior unloaded materials for the
on-going works on three occasions in late
March and early April. For the second time
Mr Delaney stands accused of committing
an offence. The readers should bear in mind
the written assurances of cooperation earlier
received by Kevin Delaney from the Shipping
Committee and the GP&A Committee.

Rumour has it that Sark Shipping will
seek an injunction, so it appears that, along
with their planned service to France, this will
turn out to be another misjudged experiment
carried out at tax payerso expense. Sarkos
residents should ask themselves: Why would
anybody in their right mind risk provoking a
confrontation with Sark Estate Managementos
investment programme and the consequences
that could follow?

As Sark News has mentioned so often,
Sark Shipping is under-capitalised, operates
the wrong ships and has over-priced fares
which most families on Sark can ill afford. As
the season was getting under way a couple of
weeks back, there were stories about paying
tourists being left behind on the dock in
Guernsey, unable to spend a day (and their
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money) on Sark since the boats were full.
And how does Sark open its doors to
desperately needed visitors on bank holiday
Monday?  With Sark Shipping offering
iSunday serviced with one mid-morning
sailing from Guernsey and one return only.
You couldnét make it up! The directors
appear to think the companyls obvious
passenger capacity problems can be solved by
telling its clients to catch another boat instead.
This is a 6take it or leave itd attitude that does
Sarkos tourist industry no favours.

How wrong Dr Spencer got it when he
handed a monopoly to Sark Shippings
directors, whose incompetence and bad
planning is detrimental to Sarkés economy and
tourist trade. No wonder Sark Shipping is
trading at a loss.

It appears Dr Spencer did not fully
appreciate the costs that Sarkés taxpayers
will have to bear for this incompetence, let
alone the cost of the litigation they are now
embarking on.

AAIl incompetence at some time reaches a
conclusion.o

The Sark Viking in France

The construction of the Island School

and Community Hall was initially made
possible through the late Mrs Bettyds generous
bequest of close to £900,000. Prominent
amongst the other donors are Sir David and
Sir Frederick Barclay, who donated £100,000



in 2001 and a further £100,000 in 2003 in
response to appeals from various people and
committees on Sark asking for financial
support.

One of these letters, from John Carré
and Jeremy LaTrobe-Bateman of the Island of
Sark Hall / School Project Management Team,
goes into great detail on how the solicited
funds would be spent; i.e. how this building
would be constructed and that it would house

a school, including ffacilities providing
opportunities for adult educationo. They
outline provision for a playschool and

facilities for the islandsd wvarious clubs,
societies and groups, including fipurpose-built
sports facilitieso. Another letter, from David
Melling of Sark Millennium Committee of
January 2000, is also specific in outlining the
buildingds use; it was to contain a fipurpose-
built library / activity roomo.

Nowhere in the above mentioned
letters, nor in any other correspondence on this
matter, is it mentioned that donated funds
were to finance a commercial facility and
certainly not a pub T a pub which it was said
would produce income for the charity but to
this day still has not produced any accounts of
any such income.

Mrs Bettyds bequest stipulated how the
money of her charitable donation should be
spent partly on a new Community Hall and
partly on its upkeep. She would turn in her
grave had she known that her money instead
went towards financing a pub whilst the island
still does not have a proper library. And,
luckily for those involved, she is not here to
comment on the fact that the photo of her late
husband is still missing from the wall of the
Hall, despite her rumoured modest request.

Sir David and Sir Frederick Barclay
are not, as the feudal propaganda machine
has it, asking for their donated money back.
What they are asking is that the wishes of
the Trust of Mrs Betty be complied with
and that the donations made by them are
spent in the same spirit as they were given:
not on a commercial venture such as a pub
and off-licence but on facilities that benefit
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the whole island community and in
particular its children. Does that, in all
honesty, seem unreasonable to you or any
fair minded person?

Many of those Sark residents mentioned in
our report on directorships in issue 7 appear to
think that the whole report was rendered nul
and void by the fact that it listed some who are
no longer alive or no longer live on Sark.

We take a different view. All the data was
compiled from the official records in Panama
and London. Possibly these databases are not
being maintained or notified as they ideally
should. But, could it be, perhaps, that former
residents continue to use their Sark address for
such purposes? Or, are directorship fees being
collected on behalf of those who are no longer
there?

With the exception of the below
correction, Sark News stands by everything
printed in issue 7 and some of this information
can now be found on our new website.

Recently, HM Procureur Nik van Leuven,
senior Law Officer and ex-member of Chief
Pleas and therefore no doubt well acquainted
with the Sark Lark, was quoted in the
Guernsey Press:

fiThe Bailiwickds best chance of economic
success is to strive not just grudgingly to
comply with international rules and
regulations but to be the standard bearer and
champion, the most dsqueaky cleand in the
world.0 When asked whether he thought
that Guernseyos efforts were being
hampered by other islands in the Bailiwick,
his response was a simple fiyeso.

Perhaps he could explain his views more
fully to the Guernsey Press because Sarkos
legislation is drafted by his office and then
imposed on Sark. He could have closed down
the Sark Lark a long time ago if he had wanted
to since any other piece of legislation that is
brought before the Chief Pleas from Guernsey
has been voted in favour of.ark News is
interested in the Sark Lark and notes that it is



the one thing that so many of those supporting
the feudal system have in common.

What is its purpose? The more Sark News
investigates, the greater the mystery becomes.
We are unable so far to explain why
companies in various parts of the world have
the same names but different jurisdictions. On
the face of it, they have no assets, no value, no
trading and form no commercial activity.

But, could they be used to cover up for
fraudulent and criminal activities of which
their Sark directors are not aware? Isnit it
time now that those of Sarkos residents who
operate in this field explain the reasons
behind the Sark Lark in order to remove
any doubt as to the legality of their
activities?

In Sark News Issue 7 Mr Bruce Wallace was
wrongly and unfairly included on the list of
Sark residents holding directorships in the UK.
We realise that Mr Wallace is indeed registered
as a Guernsey resident and we are happy to
inform our readers that he has never
participated in what is known as the ASark
Larko.

The debate on this issue rages on in the
Bailiwick. Is such legislation really necessary
here?

According to the Financial Times, it is
on its way within the European Union and
many will agree that it is about time that the
citizens of Europe get the right to know what
is going on in the mysterious corridors of
Brussels.  Implementing the freedom of
information act would give the public access
to correspondence and documents as well as
the names of parties involved in the decision-
making process. It would, in other words,
reveal whose influence and whose interests are
taken into consideration when legislation
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governing millions of people is adopted.
What is wrong with that?

Mr Shane de Carteret implies in his
article in the Guernsey Press of 26" April
2008 that expressing a need for this legislation
constitutes a degree of insult to his Guernsey
heritage and suspects sinister underlying
agendas. What world is he living in? It is
naive not to realise that all over the world,
Guernsey included, politicians and bureaucrats
make decisions and implement policies that
influence our daily lives without consulting
the people that voted for them. Freedom of
information legislation will bring it out into
the open.

It is high time that the mysteries of the
workings of the Bailiwick Law Officers,
politicians and bureaucrats were revealed too.
Sarkos feudal system has survived through the
support of Guernseyds Law Officers, who give
legal advice to the Seigneur, the Seneschal and
all the islandés committees, the costs of which
are therefore partly subsidised by Guernseyos
tax payers. The freedom of information act
would be of great advantage to Sarkéds budding
democracy, as it would help end the islandbs
long tradition of secrecy, replacing this with
transparency and accountability.

Freedom of information is essential for
the democratic process in the 21% century. It
protects people like Mr de Carteret from
oppressive and undisclosed decisions and
legislation made without his knowledge.

Jerseyds politicians are already taking
steps to separate the executive powers from
the judicial powers. Guernsey and Sark are so
far not but they should.



Traditional stone-work

Ms Cochrane should be informed that
Mrs Oliver is only pleased that she takes care
of reports on births, marriages, sports etc.
What displeases Mrs Oliver is Ms Cochrane
being inaccurate or untruthful when reporting
on important issues and decisions taken by
those entrusted with the government of those
who get born, marry or take part in sports
events.

Wendy Kiernan has written to Sark
News. The woman who fisows as she reapso
(How does she do that?) apparently objects to
paying 25p for her copy even though it is clear
that the money goes to charity. Mrs Kiernan
is hardly short of a bob or two, being
employed by Sark as island Treasurer and no
doubt having considerable income from her
offshore activities, known as the Sark Lark. It
makes you wonder how mean some people
can be!

A letter was also received from Jan
Guy and Kate Hamon with much the same
wording. Are they all members of the same
saversd club, perhaps?

Sark News is baffled, for surely these
ladies spent more than 25p on the stamps?

Copyright Sark News May 2008

Tourists have been commenting
adversely on the two new houses that have
been put up on what they consider the gateway
to some of the most beautiful scenery on Sark.
Built on land that was formerly Rhododendron
gardens, the houses are large, wooden
structures totally out of keeping with

traditional island architecture.

The buildings in question

Local residents are now asking
themselves - and each other - how planning
permission could have been obtained for these
eye-catching  structures. The Planning
Committee, chaired by Edric Baker, approved
the two buildings.

No, this is not Scandinavia, it is Sark!



