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Counsel for the Secretary of State for
Justice and the Privy Council defending the
continued powers of the unelected Seneschal
and the feudal system headed by Mr
Beaumont, stated during the recent Judicial
Review that Sark is a dependency of
Guernsey. Exactly what he means in this day
and age by using this expression and to what
extent the Ministry of Justice thinks the
jurisdiction and laws of Guernsey can be
imposed on Sark  will have very important
consequences for Sarkos future.

As Tony Webber asks in the Guernsey
Press of 2" June, if Sark is a dependency of
Guernsey, how much have the Government of
Guernsey and the Crown Officers done to
bring forward democracy and human rights on
Sark? Mr Webber writes:

fiShould we not be concerned about
these fundamental democratic principles,
which include the separation of powers, of
the judicial and the legislative, for all
members of the legislature to be elected and
for there to be equal opportunity to stand for
election?

Why is it not us, but the owners of
Brecghou, who are fighting for democracy
and human rights? Some may question their
motives but the reality is, it could be argued
that they are doing what the authorities in
Guernsey should be doing. Could this partly
be explained by the fact that for years we
ignored the situation in Sark, as we did the
Sark Lark, and are only just waking up to
our Bailiwick responsibilities?0

If Sark is a dependency of Guernsey, it
follows that the Sark Lark comes under
Guernseybs responsibility. It certainly is a
problem for Guernsey because as long as the
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Sark Lark continues to operate, the IMF and
other international bodies will continue to find
excuses to exclude Guernsey from the éwhite
listd of financial service centres. So why has
nothing been done?

Ironically, the unelected Law Officers,
under Procureur Nik van Leuven, who are
there to guide Guernseyds administration
through a minefield of regulations, have not
been able to prevent the continuation of Sarkés
offshore activities. Given that the Procureur is
an old friend of Michael Beaumont, Sarkds
lead player of the offshore game, this is
perhaps not surprising. Mr van Leuven is also
an ex-member of Chief Pleas and former legal
adviser to many who take part in the Sark
Lark. This situation lends credence to one of
Mr Webberés observations on this matter:
AiDid many of us have friends and connections
in Sarké ?0

Sark has no grounds for complaint

about the continued erosion of their
independence as long as they donft clean up
their  act. Guernseydés inability  or

unwillingness over the years to bring about the
end of the Sark Lark is tantamount to
supporting Michael Beaumont and his feudal
regime. So, now that Guernsey has failed,
once again, to convince the outside world that
they are whiter than white, they have no
grounds for complaint either. Indeed, they are
themselves the architects of their own bad
image.

There are two ways in which the Sark
Lark represents a stranglehold on Sarkds
democratic processes, its law reform and its
future independence: Firstly, in being
operated mainly by the powerful bloc
consisting of Michael Beaumont and his
supporters, the Sark Lark has so far seemingly
enjoyed some immunity from the scrutiny of



Guernseyds Law Officers, whether real or
merely perceived. In return, this has
presumably meant a certain level of
cooperation in other matters such as a
readiness to accept legislation originating from
Guernsey. Secondly, due to its unexpected
exclusion from the EU fiwhite listd, Guernsey
will no doubt now be making a greater effort
to put its house in order to save further
embarrassment to its foremost industry, the
financial services sector.

The problem facing Guernsey is that as
a result of its offshore financial services, its
autonomy is threatened by its need to comply
with international and European regulations.
As a result of this, and the advent of the
Lisbon treaty, the island can expect to receive
directives from Brussels which will determine
its future politics and economy. By
implication, if Sark is adependency of
Guernsey, it follows that Sark will have to
face the same consequences T unless it is
prepared to ditch the Sark Lark. For Guernsey
there is no alternative but for Sark there is.

It is also a fact that those engaged with
the Lark make little or no contribution to the
economy of Sark because they have no stake
in the Sark infrastructure itself. They are not
investing in Sark and there is, of course, no
income tax. For them Sark is a low tax
jurisdiction to make money from and a
platform to air their misguided political views
on the future of Sark, before packing up and
moving on, leaving the consequences of their
errant judgements behind them.

Sark must wake up and rid itself of
this blot on its reputation. It must remove
this good excuse for Guernsey to test its
legislative powers over Sark in earnest.
The Sark Lark must come to an end. If not,
Sarkos independence will come to an end
instead.
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A SHORT HISTORY OF THE EVENTS
LEADINGUP TOIT

In the beginninge
Chief Pleas made the decision, in March 2006,
to adopt Option C for Sarkds new constitution.
Chief Pleas would, under Option C, have
consisted of 50/50 Tenants and Deputies, all
elected by universal suffrage.

Great pressureé&

was then in April 2006 exerted on Chief Pleas
to vote in favour of Option A, both by Mr
Beaumont and by the Department for
Constitutional Affairs lead by Lord Falconer.
Mr Beaumont circulated a threatening letter
to all members of Chief Pleas telling them that
if Option C was adopted rather than Option A,
or if any further fidelaying motionso should be
put forward, the Crown would very likely go
over Chief Pleast head and Sark would filose
all control over the legislationo. Spearheading
the Option A support group was the unelected
Deputy Roger Olsen, a Canadian by birth, who
was invited by the Seneschal to fill a vacancy
for deputy in an uncontested election. Mr
Olsen was staunchly supported by Mr Harris,
ordinarily a resident of Jersey.  Another
prominent Option A supporter was Richard
Dewe, President of the GP&A Committee,
who is on record as saying that he would never
vote for a Tenant, thus clearly demonstrating
his will to exclude them from representation.
(One feels obliged to comment that the 6fully
democraticd Option A, which sets out to
exclude non-British nationals from a seat in
Chief Pleas, countsamong its supporters a
curious collection of some non-nationals and
non-residents as well as people with declared
un-democratic intentions.)

The reason for the great rush was that Option
C did not comply with the European
Convention on Human Rights (ECHR) and
would never receive Royal Assent from Her
Majesty in Council.



Then Chief Pleas had a change of minde&
so in July 2006 they revoked the adoption of
Option C and decided there should be a proper
poll to find out what the people of Sark really
wanted.

Then there was a pollé&

Seneschal Reg Guille states categorically in
the Guernsey Press (11" April 2008) that
fiSarkds democratic reforms reflect the will of
the majority of residentso. He seems to have
forgotten that the opinion poll did not show
the required margin of 20% in favour of
Option A.

They then voted for Option Ae
on 4™ October 2006 but this was set aside on
17" January 2007 as Chief Pleas had been
misled about the result of the opinion poll.

At the Easter Chief Pleas meeting in 2007&
They voted for Chief Pleas to consist of 16
Deputies and 12 Tenants, all elected by
universal suffrage.

This did not please Jack Strawe&
and in December 2007 he wrote to say that he
would not be able to recommend Royal Assent
for the new Constitution without Option A, for
which Chief Pleas duly voted on 16" January
2008.

Which is why there had to be a Judicial
Revieweé
Firstly, it is highly disputable whether Option
A complies any more with the ECHR than did
Option C due to the un-curbed feudal powers
of the Seigneur and the Seneschal. The UK
government is, however, fAanswerable to
Strasbourg for violations of the European
Convention that take place within Sark and is
obliged to ensure that the Sark authorities
respect the rights guaranteed by the European
Conventiono, according to David Pannick QC.
Secondly, it wasnit the people of Sark who
decided on Sarkds new constitution. It was the
small group led by Mr Olsen, Mr Harris and
Mr Dewe, aided and abetted by Michael
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Beaumont, the Seneschal and two Lord
Chancellors, Lord Falconer and now Jack
Straw.

Of course, it now remains to be seen
whether Mr Justice Wyn Williams agrees
that the Reform (Sark) Law 2008 complies
with the ECHR. If he does, no doubt the
case will go to the Court of Appeal.

[ =N SE =
TOLD YOU SO!

On 7t May 2008 propositions for the Chief
Pleas meeting of 20" May 2008 were lodged
with the Seneschal. One of those propositions
read: OThat, given the extent of proper public
interest and concern, the Seigneur disclose to
Chief Pleas his plans for the Seigneurie and its
gardenso.

We now know from the Seigneuris witness
statement in the London Judicial Review
proceedings that he always gets together with
the Seneschal before each Chief Pleas meeting
in order to discuss the agenda items and the
nature of the propositions to be considered.
Sark News had long suspected as much.

It would have been the same on this occasion.
The Seigneur would have met with the
Seneschal to discuss the proposition about the
Seigneurie and obviously agreed a course of
action - which was to move a wholly
unexpected and unpublicised proposition to
prevent Sir David and Sir Frederickis
proposition being debated at all.  The
Seneschal obviously knew what to expect and
did all that he could to smooth the path for the
Seigneur. Can you imagine him doing the
same for a Barclay proposition? Can you
ever?!

When challenged as to the procedural
correctness of these shenanigans, the Seneschal
shrugged his shoulders and frankly conceded
that he was breaking his own rules of
procedure, but nevertheless permitted the
Seigneur to move his proposition, seconded by



Sieur Baker, thus silencing the enquiry into his
plans for the Seigneurie.

The Seigneur claimed, in effect, that these
were private matters and not the business of
Chief Pleas @ but this had not stopped him at
the Christmas meeting denying that there were
any plans to sell or lease the Seigneurie. So,
when it suited him to make public statements he
did so; presumably it did not suit him to make
any kind of statement on this occasion 8 would
that be because he has agreed to sell or let
the Seigneurie? Chief Pleas is not allowed to
enquire, let alone know.

In any event these are matters of public
interest. The Seigneur is now in receipt of what
amounts to a civil list payment (and he is fond
of calling himself a 0Head of Stated). At least
some of the monies he receives must have been
earmarked in the minds of those voting for the
proposal for the upkeep of the Seigneurie.
These are public issues of public importance
and the Seigneur is accountable to Chief Pleas
0 if he wishes to remain a public figure.

Perhaps of even greater importance was the
fact that, on the very eve of Judicial Review
proceedings complaining about the powers of
the Seigneur and the Seneschal, they should
give as clear a demonstration as could be
wished for of the need to reform their offices.
Their conduct on the evening of 20t May was
as arrogant as it was undemocratic. They

managed the business of Chief Pleas in the
way that assemblies are managed one-party
states such as North Korea, China, Cuba and
other such shining bastions of democracy and
unworthy of Sark.

The lighthouse
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It is no secret that a culture of
victimisation and bullying has been fostered
on Sark. Chief Pleas gave such behaviour the
official stamp of approval at the Michaelmas
meeting in October 2007 when with 23 votes
for, 11 against and 4 no votes it adopted
Deputy Plummer and Sieur Bakerfs censure
motion - strongly seconded by Richard Dewe
T that called for the ostracising and shunning
of certain people. Be it through ostracising
and shunning or libelling and slandering, this
is the way people with different or opposing
views are being dealt with on Sark. Who were
those 23 members of Chief Pleas that voted
for such bullying tactics? To refresh your
memory, the following were amongst those
who voted for it:

Michael Beaumont, David Curtis, John
Jackson, June Carré, Diane Baker, Edric
Baker, Dennis Hurden, William Raymond,

Christopher Harris, Harriet Carré, Helen
Plummer, Dave Cocksedge, Dave Melling,

Paul Williams, Tony Le Lievre, Richard

Dewe, Sandra Williams, Roger Olsen,

Elizabeth Dewe

Do ask yourself: Am 1 comfortable
voicing my opinion publicly and in the face
of the dschoolyard bulliesd? Can | honestly
say | am happy to stand up and voice my
opinion and say exactly what 1 mean
without fear of repercussions?

Did you experience a twinge of hesitation
before answering fiyeso to those questions? If
so, do you realise what that little hesitation
means for the odds of ever achieving a proper
democracy on Sark?

The weakness of the bullies is that whilst
they collaborate intensely between themselves,
they are also isolating themselves T from
reality and what they are actually inflicting on
others. Sark News suggests that the time has
come for the islandds residents to set up a



political party. ¢6The United Feudal Frontd of
vindictive bullies and control freaks which
currently effectively dominates Chief Pleas
needs to be confronted T by 0The Independent
Democratic Party0 perhaps?

Hopefully the Guernsey Press
editorial of Thursday 23™ May got it right:
fithe 21 century has finally caught up with
Sark and it is not going away.0 It further
states that fithose fighting for éthe good old
dayso are becoming increasingly
marginalisedo. This is good news. Sarkds
culture of intimidation and verbal abuse of
the 6good old daysé has no place in a 21%
century democracy.

We re-print the above mentioned
article from the Guernsey Press:

Sark has a stark choice

THE sudden capitulation of Isle of Sark Shipping
over its attempt to take legal action against
Brecghou for using its own vessel to ship building
supplies was an inevitable consequence of what
we highlighted last week: the company had a poor
case, a questionable route to court and insufficient
funds to carry it off.

Yet this is not a simple trade dispute. Maintaining a
daily shipping service is vital to Sarkis economic
survival and it is understandable that the shipping
company would seek to safeguard all sources of
much-needed revenue.

Yet the legal threat was ill judged and, because
Sark Shipping is owned by the island, inevitably
reflects on the way Sark is handling the difficulties
currently facing it.

The community there is divided between those
who support the owners of Brecghou and those
who donit. Whatever the rights or wrongs of that
conflict, there is one inescapable fact: the 21st
century has finally caught up with Sark and is not
going away.

Those fighting for ithe good old daysi are
becoming increasingly marginalised - most lately
by the UK Government. The QC defending the
electoral reforms admitted - as Brecghou contends
- that they do not go far enough and changes to
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the offices of Seigneur and Seneschal would be
fconsidered desirable.

While happy to leave that to Sark, he further
marginalised the island by describing it as a
dependency of Guernsey, which increasingly has
the ability (if not yet the desire) to legislate for its
smaller neighbour.

Perhaps worse for Chief Pleas, Guernseyis own
international aspirations are being hampered by
the UKis perception of Sark in some financial
areas so it can expect pressure to change from the
one area it would seek as an ally in resisting
change.

The Seigneurts reaction this week to calls to come
clean about his intentions for the Seigneurie and
its famous gardens also played straight into the
hands of his critics.

Neither he nor any of the landowning tenants were
beholden to Chief Pleas, he declared. In other
words, we privileged ones are above if not the law,
certainly the people, the same people paying him
and his heirs and successors £28,000 a year. It
will not have gone down well.

We urged jaw-jaw, not war-war and now the best
Sark can hope for is to negotiate change that is the
least unpalatable to the old guard.

At the Chief Pleas meeting on 20"
May Sark Shippingés Director William
Raymond announced that, fifollowing legal
advice, the Company would not be continuing
with legal proceedingsd against Kevin
Delaney and Brecghou Developments Ltd.
According to reports by the Guernsey Press
and Channel TV, it was the potential cost of
the proceedings which made Sark Shipping
abandon the case rather than the validity of
their arguments.

In other words, the directors of Sark
Shipping conveniently want it to look like a
case of the victimised Sark Shipping being
unable to defend its rights against the
bottomless pockets of the malicious owners
of Brecghou. This is window dressing, a PR
exercise intended to deflect attention from



the real issues at stake which include years
of incompetent management decisions.

In the interview given by Deputy Paul
Burgess to Island FM on 16" May, Deputy
Burgess expressed his fear that since Sark
Shippingbs business is in a fibad wayo, and
since the company is owned by the people of
Sark, it will be Sarkés tax payers who will
have to bail the company out. He pointed out
that the company is five months late in
presenting its latest accounts to Chief Pleas
and that the accounts which have been
presented misrepresent the truth. Mr Burgess
was worried that the companyds books appear
healthy only because the older boats have been
unrealistically overvalued. He fears that a
more realistic valuation of the companyds
ships  would prove Sark Shipping to be
insolvent and running at fian amazing 10sso.

Since its fist edition, Sark News has
taken issue with the way Sark Shipping is
being run. We have questioned the
competency of its directors and whether they
are steering the company in a direction that is
in the interest of companybs owners, namely
the people of Sark.

It was evident on 20" May that Chief
Pleas appears to have little or no say in the
way Sark Shipping is being run. Should not
the Shipping Committee and the GP&A be
informed if a company owned by the island
decides to enter into costly legal proceedings?
The GP&A openly admitted to not having
been consulted and the Shipping Committee
added nothing to the discussion.

Also, should not Chief Pleas, Sarkos
Chamber of Commerce and, not to mention,
the people Sark Shipping is supposed to serve
be consulted before the company embarks on
yet another vanity project without a proper
business plan T namely the much publicised
freight route to France?

What is happening here? Since when
were Sark Shippingds directors not answerable
to Chief Pleas? How long will it be before
Chief Pleas demands they put their cards on
the table? There are far too many unanswered
questions and they can only be answered when
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the 2007 accounts are made public to the
owners of the company.

Why is Mr William Raymond
keeping the people of Sark waiting? Even
at the time of the Shipping Review a pre-tax
loss of £137,000 was anticipated for 2007.
Prior to that a £127,000 loss was made in
2005. A profit was made in 2006 of £66,000.
However, the true figures were disguised by
the £65,000 per annum contribution made
by Chief Pleas as well as the waiver of
interest on an earlier loan of £500,000.

e 3 X - y
En route to Sark on a fine day

the Directors of Sark Shipping Decide to
Withdraw from Legal Action

Members of Chief Pleas were treated
to the announcement of a strategic withdrawal
by William Raymond at the Chief Pleas
meeting of 20" May.

Perhaps Mr Raymond and Mr Dadd
should have cast their minds back to the anti-
feudal revolt of 1796 when the then Tenant of
La Forge, Thomas de Carteret, was asserting
his right to mill his own corn on his property
above Dixcart Bay. The then Seigneur
compelled his nominee the Seneschal to bring
de Carteret before the Royal Court of
Guernsey as de Carteret wisely protested his
doubt of receiving a fair trial in the
Seneschalds Court.



The result of the case held on 6™ May
1797 was a decision that the Seigneur had no
powers to deprive de Carteret of the right to
possess a mill for his own use and costs were
awarded against the Seigneur.

Sark News is glad that Mr Delaney and
Sark Estate Management managed to argue
their case to carry on their own business using
their own tools. Still, Mr Delaney must be left
to wonder about the wisdom of assisting Sark
Shipping with additional shipping business
whilst they conspire to frustrate his legitimate
operations. Even with the angry words of the
Seigneur and Mr Raymond ringing in his ears,
he proceeded to offer advice concerning their
misguided foray into the transport of freight
between Guernsey/Sark and the French port of
Dielette. (Previously reported in Sark News
under the heading Sark Shippingds Secret
Service.) Mr Raymond and Mr Dadd would
be wise to heed the advice of Mr Delaney that
the choppy waters around Dielette may be
expected to be much in evidence, were they to
pursue their plans.

We suggest that charity begins at
home and if there is funding and resources
for experiments with freight between
France and Guernsey, then surely
experimenting with the shipping of more
visitors to Sark would be our preference.

No passengers!
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According to a Guernsey Press article
on 26" May, Alderney Renewable Energy
Ltdés proposed project to install an array of
OpenHydro tidal turbines off Longis Bay
could result in lower electricity bills for
Alderneyots residents. Mr Roger Olsen, the
person in charge of looking into a similar
project for Sark, should read this article very
carefully indeed and note its guarded
language:

Provided that the project is
successful, electricity bills could be slashed.
If the scheme is successful, €. it is claimed
that €., subject to consent from the Alderney
Commission€& the project could eventually
generate large amounts of electricity T in 5
years time, that is.

In January this year, Chief Pleas
decided that Sark should urgently pursue the
exploitation of tidal energy.  Sark was
subsequently approached by a company
named Sark Renewable Energy Ltd. This
companyos directors are also, it turns out, the
directors of Alderney Renewable Energy Ltd.
They showed up at a public meeting on Sark
expecting Chief Pleas to sign an agreement
granting the company binding and exclusive
rights to access, survey and place fipower
generating equipmento in 50% of Sarkos
territorial waters and associated seabed for the
next 50 years. The financial arrangements
surrounding the agreement, such as who
would bear the capital costs and how the
people of Sark would benefit from it, were
unclear.

OpenHydrods website presents this
Irish company as a serious innovator in the
renewable energy market that designs and
manufactures marine turbines. However, the
directors of Sark Renewable Energy Ltd, all
Alderney residents, could present no
credentials and no proven track record in the
field of tidal power. They even tried to assert
that the document they wanted Chief Pleas to
sign was not legally binding. Luckily, Kevin



Delaney had the sense to obtain legal advice
which wasto the contrary and the public
meeting concluded that the deal was off and
more information needed. Their approach
makes Sark Renewable Energy Ltdos directors
appear as opportunists trying to take full
advantage of Sarkds perceived un-worldliness
and lack of commercial know-how. Handing
over exclusive rights to 50% of the islandds
territorial waters and seabed for 50 years is
simply not on.

Open centre turbines,
picture courtesy of OpenHydro Group Ltd

It would have been an act of folly to
sign over the islandds potentially greatest
natural resource without in-depth knowledge
and watertight guarantees on the technological
as well as the financial aspects of its
exploitation. Sark needs clean, affordable and
sustainable electricity but it must be borne in
mind that tidal power generation, despite its
formidable potential, is still at the pioneering
stage. For instance, a similar turbine to the
ones proposed for Alderney has currently been
in commission on a trial basis for a year and
supplying electricity to the National Grid for 3
weeks. It follows that statistics relating to the
calculation of distribution costs, maintenance
costs, reliability and so on are scarce, to say
the least.

How much would it cost for Sarkés
consumers to switch on the light if the islandds
electricity were tide generated T can this price
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be guaranteed? What would the benefits,
drawbacks and even liabilities of such
installations be? There are endless questions
and implications which will take considerable
time, diligent effort and careful negotiation to
clarify.  Thankfully, the GP&Als recently
published Request for Proposals asks
applicants to cover these questions.

What Sark really has to decide is
whether it wants to hop on now and be a
pioneer in this field or whether it would
make more sense for the island to wait until
this young technology has matured. The
advantages of waiting are manifold: With
less trial and error, the installation would
be cheaper and the financial benefit
therefore greater, both to Sark and to the
company that is licensed to install, operate
and maintain the turbines. When statistics
become available, after more of these
projects have been running for a while, it
would be clearer on what terms the
licensing should be, putting Sark in a better
position to put the right price on it and not
sell licences too cheaply. There is, of
course, also the possibility with established
technology that the island might be able to
run the installations itself and thereby
avoid having to pay middlemen such as
Sark Renewable Energy Ltd at all. It must
be asked whether this possibility has been
considered?

At the next stage of its inquiry into
tidal power, Sark needs to show that it has
done its homework. The onus is on Mr
Olsen and the GP&A to convince the people
of Sark that they have the commercial
acumen, experience and knowledge to
negotiate and safeguard the islandds long
term interest on their behalf.

However, before looking to sell or
licence rights, perhaps Chief Pleas should
ensure it has the right to do so by securing
the hoped for extension of the islandos
territorial waters and seabed rights in
particular.



Who Dunnit?
( Recently, a curious

' ' item appeared in the
Guernsey Press: Michael

Beaumont, Seigneur of Sark foffers reward
for visitors book returno. The fired simulated
leatherd book, in use since 1983, reportedly
went missing during the 46-hour period
between 10.30 on 15" April and 09.00 on 17",

Despite its small size, the book was
still not full after a quarter of a centurybs use.
You don6t have to be Miss Marple to conclude
that there have not been all that many visitors
to the Seigneurie.  Miss Marple would,
however, undoubtedly have concluded that
this was an fiinside jobo. Look at where the
Seigneurds little red book was kept: in the
depths of the Seigneurie interior - through the
hall, down a flight of steps, inside the drawing
room on a side table. It seems highly unlikely
therefore that the perpetrator was a tourist
straying from the garden path.

But why steal a visitords book that is of
no value to anyone other than the Seigneur
himself?  Well, someone could, of course,
have done it out of spite, wantingin this
strange manner for some reason to exert
revenge on Mr Beaumont.

Alternatively, there could have been a
name in the book that someone did not want
left as a record of his visit and the Seigneur is,
through this advertisement, cleverly sending
this person the message that the secret is safe.
Unusually, Mr Beaumont does not say how
much he is offering as a reward for
information that ficould lead to the recovery of
his propertyd. This supports the theory that
the Seigneur Mr Beaumont might only want
the world to believe his book has been stolen.

It has been suggested to Sark News
that perhaps we are looking at a clue to the
whereabouts of the long-disappeared Lord
Lucan. Anything is possible when it comes to
Sarké
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A summons has been served on the
Trustees of the Sark School and Community
Centre Trust, being Charles Jeremy LaTrobe
Bateman, David Melling, John Raymond
Barrows, Bertha Cole and John Philip Carré.
This action has been taken to ensure that these
Trustees comply with the wishes of the Betty
Trust and with the charitable purposes for
which they raised the sum of £200,000 from
Sir David and Sir Frederick Barclay.

A pub was built in the Island School
and Community Hall, a building funded by
charitable donations. The solution is a simple
one: Replace it instead with a library or some
facility for community activity that the island
needs and for which the Hall was built.

A view of the Island School and Community Hall

According to Island FMis Website, the
President of Sarkis Reform Law
Committee declares that Sark is fisick
of outside world interferingd with the
islandis government. Sark News takes
it that this report refers to the recent
radio interview in which Ms Sandra
Williams purports to speak for 80% of
Sarkis population. Come again, Ms
Williams? It is one thing to be
exaggerating but quite another to be
economical with the truth!



Phil Falleés fiSark Newso column in
the Guernsey Press on 30" May highlights the
inconsistency of the British authorities when it
comes to Sarkés Reform Law. Why indeed, if
it has nothing to with the British Government,
did the Home Office, the DCA and the MoJ
see fit to dictate the changes to this law? And
then not even do it properly!

Wood or Dog Violet, Harbour Hill Valley

In an article posted on their website
(22" May), Channel TV comments on the
Judicial Review of Sarkés Reform Law in the
same breath as it mentions the Société
Sercquaiseds  current  petition  for the
preservation of Sarkds natural beauty and
tranquillity - AA Charter of Community
Valueso - which at the time of publishing had
collected 1,059 signatures, more than the
population of Sark.

Good! Sark News has read the charter
and agrees largely with the points it raises; the
conservation of natural and agricultural
resources and  assets, proper  and
environmentally friendly management of
waste and energy, protection of historic
buildings and sites and so on. This is all
eminently sensible.

However, Sark News finds it hard to
see the connection between the Reform Law
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and the preservation of the islandds natural
assets as alluded to in Channel TVo6s
comments. It is equally difficult to understand
what complaints the Société Sercquaise can
possibly have about the current renovation
works  undertaken by  Sark  Estate
Management. The Avenue has gone through a
much needed and much lauded transformation.
Elsewhere, traditional granite buildings are
being painstakingly renovated and gardens
restored to their former glory. Beauregard
Cottage is the object of a historically correct
reconstruction for the benefit of the whole
island. In the whole SEM programme of
works, not a stone is moved without prior
planning permission.

Sark Estate Management is not putting
up pre-fabricated wooden buildings that are
out of keeping with Sarkds landscape and
traditions, thus spoiling scenic routes. They
are not, as is Mr Rossford de Carteret,
currently applying to build a cluster of five
new houses in the O0Aeroplane Fieldd, a
development in contravention of planning
criteria as it would spoil productive farmland.

It would appear that the agenda of
the Société Sercquaise is being hi-jacked by
people with a specific political agenda,
people such as the vitriolically outspoken
Ms Birch who is now Honorary Secretary
of this organisation. How else could you
explain the fact that they still candt see that
the owners of Brecghou are just as, if not
more, committed to the preservation of
Sarkds natural assets as is the Société
Sercquaise? If truly aiming to safeguard
the protection of Sarkds heritage and
natural assets, Mr Edric Baker, President
of the Development Control Committee as
well as a prominent member of the Société
Sercquaise, is ideally placed to keep a keen
watch on who gets planning permission for
what T and why.

In the 0Updated of their Charter, the
Council of La Société Sercquaise is calling
for rational debate on Sarkés future and
dangerously suggests that Chief Pleas fihas
too much on its hands already to undertake



such time-consuming discussionso, urging
people therefore to use their society as a
forum instead. Are they setting themselves
up as unelected Senators of Sark?
Hopefully the islandés residents will see the
folly in this suggestion. The Council of La
Société Sercquaise, consisting of Richard
Axton, Edric Baker, Jo Birch, Sue Guille,
Jeremy LaTrobe-Bateman, Roger Olsen,
David Synnott and Susan Synnott have put
forward some splendid points - for the care
and conservation of Sark. But, they were
not elected to their offices to decide on the
islandos future.
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% Illogically, Ms Birch and her supporters
< are publicly complaining about
% doutsidersi interfering with Sarkis
© constitutional reform. But now, when it :
. suits them, they are collecting .
© signatures to support their own case
. from people who are wholly °
~ unconnected with the island. g

<
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There is one point in La Société
Sercquaiseds charter that Sark News takes
issue with, namely point 3: fiSupport the ban
and control on helicopters and aircraft
overflying Sark.o

A helicopter is in fact an aircraft, so it
seems odd to single out helicopters. This item
therefore appears to indicate a certain
resistance against the proposed emergency
helipad at the Moinerie, indeed it is outright
prejudice. ~ Would any member of the
Societyds council in reality decline the offer of
a helicopter evacuation in a medical
emergency affecting their own family, say?
We think not. Neither is it realistic to think
that any of the 1,059 signatories to the Charter
would do so. La Société Sercquaise should
come clean on this point. It is, after all, a
matter of life and death.

Furthermore, Sark News understands
that La Société Sercquaise was founded to
fistudy, preserve and enhance Sarkds natural
environment and cultural heritaged. But
what exactly have they achieved?

There are not many properties on Sark

of particular architectural merit or historic
value. So where was La Société Sercquaise
when such emblematic buildings as the
Jaspellerie, Dixcart Hotel and La Moinerie
were falling into disrepair? Were voices of
protest heard against the formerly dilapidated
state of the Avenue? Over the years, wooden
buildings, often with corrugated iron roofs,
have been allowed to be built and this trend
continues T once again with no discernable
protest from the self-proclaimed protectors of
Sarkés cultural heritage.  Where were they
when planning permission was granted for the
two recently built wooden houses next to the
Seigneurie?
As far as we can see, La Société Sercquaise
has done nothing to enhance Sarkés natural
environment and even less to preserve its
architectural heritage. Sark News would be
happy to print the list of Ms Birch and her
colleaguest achievements, if any.



Mr Chris Sharp, chairman of Sarkés
Hospitality and Tourism Group , has stated to
Island FM that Guernsey stands to profit
financially from the recent spate of publicity
surrounding its much smaller neighbour Sark.
Proclaiming a tourism boom on Sark, Mr
Sharp appears to think Guernsey must be
raking it in from all the tourists transiting
Guernsey on their way to Sark.

A few people about

Although Sarkos visitor numbers so far
have been encouraging, it seems more than a
little premature to announce a tourism boom
on the island with the season barely under
way. It is hard to believe that the few
boatloads of tourists going over to Sark can
compete in numbers with the constant
planeloads being deposited at Guernsey
airport. Did Mr Sharp by any chance fall
down a rabbit-hole T he certainly has a topsy-
turvy way of looking at things!

Considerable media attention has
undoubtedly contributed to tourists flocking to
Sark in increased numbers. This publicity
does not only have its roots in the very public
disagreements  surrounding  the new
Constitution. The papers love to write about
the firich and famouso and every time Sir
David and Sir Frederick Barclay are
mentioned in the papers, be it in the financial
section or in a more 0gossipyd context,
Londonds Ritz Hotel will be mentioned, as
will the Daily Telegraph newspaper - and now
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Sark. The Ritz Hotel, a tired old lady when
bought by the Barclays 12 years ago, is once
again the glamorous dgrande damed of
London, rated the finest hotel in the world
after undergoing an extensive renovation
programme under the project-management of
Mr Kevin Delaney. The Daily Telegraph
needs no introduction. Sark is now receiving a
lot of free, positive publicity, riding on the
coat-tails of these venerable institutions and
given a stamp of quality by association in the
eye of the public.

Quality to aspire to

The Barclays are taking a very keen
interest in the islands of Brecghou and Sark
and truly have the long term economic
prosperity and independence of these islands
at heart. It was a measure of their interest in
Sarkés future and due to their recognition of
Kevin Delaneyds organisational skills and high
standard of operation, as proven during the
renovation of the London Ritz as well as the
final development of the castle on Brecghou,
that they appointed him to oversee their
investments and properties on Sark. They
want to do the best possible job by Sark and
Mr Delaney is the best man for that job. It is
another example of their commitment to the
island.

Visitors along the Avenue too



