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The Record of the meeting of Legislative Assembly 
held on Thursday 26 November 2015 

 
Prayers 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, I wish you Good Day, and my usual reminder about mobile phones to 
be turned off please.   
 
Deputy Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Election of Members of the Executive Council. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
I hereby appoint the Attorney General and The Honourable Financial Secretary to be tellers 
for the purpose of this election. 
 
The Honourable Dr Barry Elsby 
 
Just to say I don’t wish to be considered for the Executive Council this time, but I would also 
like to point out that one of our Members is missing from the Islands on official business, so 
although that Member can stand, he is not allowed to vote and losing one Member of our 
eight is quite a significant proportion of our voters who are out of the Islands and that could 
lead to a completely different make-up of the elected executive. 
 
I wonder if I can ask you, Mr Speaker, that over the next year before we arrive at the next 
election of Executive Council, we can look at ways of making it possible for Members who 
are not here to not only stand, but also vote.  I am not sure how we would do that, but I would 
welcome your views because I think it is an important point that we should all be able to vote 
for the executive. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Since this was raised as a point of order I will rule that it is better to have this brought back as 
a Motion so that the will of the House can be determined.  It can’t be debated under a Motion 
without notice so I leave it to the Honourable Dr Barry Elsby to raise that as a Motion for 
consideration by the House in the future. 
 
So we move onto the election. 
 
The first vote will be taken for a representative from the Stanley constituency and you will 
see we are now colour coded and it will be the red tab.  If the Honourable Financial Secretary 
and the Attorney General can act as tellers please. 
 
After those votes have been counted the Stanley representative will be the Honourable Mike 
Summers. 
 



The Record of the meeting of Legislative Assembly 
held on Thursday 26 November 2015 

7 
 

We move on to the Camp representative which is, I am reliably informed, the blue tab that 
you have. 
 
The result of that election is that the Honourable Phyl Rendell will remain as the Camp 
representative in Executive Council. 
 
And we now move to the representative from either Stanley or the Camp which is the 
remaining yellow tab.  I am sure you will appreciate our new and improved voting system. 
 
The result of that election is that the Honourable Jan Cheek is the representative from either 
Stanley or Camp. 
 
So, to summarise, the composition of the Executive Council for the next year will be the 
Honourable Mike Summers, the Honourable Phyl Rendell and the Honourable Jan Cheek. 
 
Deputy Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Confirmation of the Record of Legislative Assembly held on 29 October 2015. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, I have before me the record of our last meeting, is it your wish that I 
sign this as a true record? 
 
Honourable Members 
 
Aye. 
 
Deputy Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question for Oral Answer. 
 
Question Number 15 of 2015 by the Honourable Dr Barry Elsby. 
 
The Honourable Dr Barry Elsby 
 
Mr Speaker, could the Honourable Mike Summers please give this House a list of the dates 
for visiting specialists due to visit the hospital in the next six months. 
 
Can he please give an undertaking that in future dates for specialist visits will be made public 
as soon as they are confirmed. 
 
The Honourable Mike Summers OBE 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I am not able to give the House a list of dates for visiting 
specialists due to visit the hospital in the next six months.  The KEMH has provided me with 
the following information.  The KEMH would like to encourage any patients who feel that 
they need to see a specialist to contact a GP as early as possible to arrange a referral.  All 
referrals to specialists, either overseas referrals, or to see a visiting specialist at the KEMH, 
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are triaged and arranged by a GP.  The GP decides if a referral is deemed necessary.  Patients 
who are keen to know when the next visiting specialist will be arriving at the KEMH are 
asked to contact the KEMH directly to discuss this. 
 
I think there are some legitimate reasons for the clinical team at the KEMH not wishing to 
release dates for visiting specialists, they are largely management and administrative reasons, 
but also partially clinical.  They don’t wish patients who have clinical requirements putting 
off visiting the GP until such time as they think a consultant might be visiting.  If somebody 
thinks that they should be consulting a medical practitioner about a condition or an illness 
they should be encouraged to go to the hospital immediately and not wait for someone who 
may or may not come on the appointed date.   
 
As a bit of additional information, I am advised it’s very difficult to release a list of planed 
visits as very few visiting specialist come on an organised rota as they used to do in the past.  
Now the KEMH will organise a visit once there are enough referrals and deem one necessary.  
The reasons for this are numerous.  We are having increasing problems finding specialists to 
visit, again this is for many reasons, not just because of the remuneration offered which is 
cited as a factor by some visitors, but because of the overall increasing broad based skill set 
we ask for within each specialty.  UK specialists are becoming very reluctant to visit across 
most areas. We cannot issue the list months ahead, or even weeks in some cases, because we 
often don’t know ourselves in-house how we can find people to come or when we can expect 
them.  It’s yet another area that’s becoming challenging to find doctors for.  
 
And to reiterate, all referrals, be they via MTO, overseas or to visiting specialist, must be 
clinically driven. If someone needs referral they will be placed on the list and seen at the next 
visit.   
 
So, the request for dates is largely an administrative and management decision.  I am not sure 
that there is an overwhelming public need to know the dates of visits.  I think what is 
unarguable is that the public are entitled to know what services are being provided from the 
KEMH, and if I refer Members to the budget select committee papers from the 29 April 2015, 
you will recall that we approved visits for: Opticians, Gynaecologist, Podiatrist (multi visits 
for those three) a Clinical Child Psychologist, Orthopaedic Surgeon (who comes possibly 
three times), a Consultant Psychiatrist, Maxillofacial Surgeon, Consultant Microbiologist, 
Cardiologist, Audiologist, an ENT Surgeon (twice a year), the Ophthalmic Surgeon and a 
nurse, Dermatologist, General Physician, Paediatrician, old age Psychiatrist or a Child 
Psychiatrist (they are interchangeable), a Pacemaker Technician, Diabetologist, 
Endocrinologist (they are interchangeable), Rheumatologist, Urologist, any number of 
Engineers that we require to support the specialist services, EMIS trainer, Consultant 
Gastroenterologist (4 visits), and then we have funded an unplanned Special Visit.   
 
Those are the services that the Hospital will provide or will endeavour to provide over the 
course of the year and in future years, but setting precise dates for them according to the 
clinical staff, and I believe supported by the Director although I am not entirely certain about 
that, remains problematic.  
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The Honourable Dr Barry Elsby 
 
Mr Speaker, I thank the Honourable Member for his reply, and we discussed this, he and I, 
and I think the difficulty here is this seems to fly in the face of our wish to follow open 
Government, and I can’t see that there is a reason for withholding the date of a visit.  I am 
aware that it is difficult to predict when that visit will be for all the reasons we have heard, 
but once that visit is confirmed I see absolutely no reason why that shouldn’t be made public.  
I know there is concern that suddenly people might descend on their GPs and say “I wish to 
see the Orthopaedic Specialist, or the ENT Specialist or whatever”, and if their list is full 
some of the clinicians don’t feel that should happen, but my concern over the years is that we 
have seen a number of times when people have arrived to see a GP the day after because they 
have been worried, they have been reluctant for fear that they have some serious illness, we 
all try to put these things off, only to find that they need to be seen by a specialist, but the 
specialist left the day before and we subsequently have to send that person to the UK.   
 
What I am asking is to have those dates published once they are known because this is open 
Government and there is no reason why they should not be published. 
 
The Honourable Mike Summers OBE 
 
I am happy to hear from other Members. 
 
The Honourable Jan Cheek 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, while agreeing with some of what has been said on either 
side of me, there is a particular exception.  I think people should know when the Opticians 
are here because you are not dealing with a new need, but with a need to have regular tests, 
and very often by the time people know an Optician is here they find the appointment list is 
full.  I would just like that point recorded please. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Does any other Member wish to comment or speak? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, I fully concur with the points of view put forward by the Honourable Jan Cheek 
about the Optician, but as far as I can see on the surface, just listening to both Honourable 
Members, the one who posed the question and the one who answered, probably I can’t see 
any reason why perhaps we can’t announce visits once they are known.   
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Does any other Member wish to speak? 
 
The Honourable Mike Summers OBE 
 
Mr Speaker, I am happy to take this matter back to Medical Services Department again, and 
make the point that Members appear to wish that at least once visits are arranged that those 
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arrangements are published.  I would just say in respect of the Opticians I believe those dates 
are published, and I think that this a regular occurring visit and that is well known.   
 
I entirely take the point that the Honourable Member has made about somebody just missing 
a specialist.  The crucial point in all of this is that if anybody thinks they need to see a doctor 
then make an appointment to see the doctor, don’t tie it to the visit or the pending visit of a 
specialist because the GP might not recommend that you see them. They might recommend 
that you see somebody else.   
 
There is an important theme in this that’s been around for the last several months. People 
must take individual personal responsibility for their health.  It is not the Government’s 
responsibility, it’s not the KEMH responsibility to organise your life for you, and organise 
when you go to see the doctors. It’s your responsibility.  There are a number of clinics with 
recalls and those sorts of things, and we will continue to do that as many times as we 
reasonably can, but people must take personal responsibility for their health.  If you feel there 
is something wrong, go and see a GP. Don’t wait for a specialist.   
 
Deputy Clerk of the Assembly  
 
Motions. 
 
Motion No 10 of 2015 by the Honourable Michael Poole. 
 
In view of the recent petition calling for greater action on the MPA road, which contained 
600 signatures, this House believes that significantly greater priority should be given to this 
project in the budget discussions that will commence in January 2016. 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole  
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I have proposed this Motion today as an 
alternative to formally accepting the recently received petition into the House at this point. 
This is because, due to the nature of the wording of the petition that had 600 signatures on it, 
Assembly rules would have meant that it would have needed to go via Executive Council 
first.  As it so often the case with these things, it became slightly more complex than we had 
intended, so this felt like a sensible compromise solution and hopefully it will facilitate some 
debate and people will get a sense of the view of the House on this issue.  I would like to 
thank Mr Dave Eynon who had coordinated the petition and managed to get such a large 
number of signatures in quite a short period of time and in a proper and appropriate manner 
as well, so thanks to him. 
  
Moving on to the motion itself.  This motion does differ somewhat in terms of its wording 
from the petition that’s because the Assembly cannot discuss issues that may commit the 
Government to expenditure outside of Budget Select Committee, so that’s why we have come 
up with this wording for this Motion, however the sentiment, in my view, is entirely in line 
with the petition we have received. 
  
I think it is worth noting up front that I am sure that everyone in this House, and most outside 
of it wish to see work done on the Mount Pleasant Road, we all wish to see it capped to a 
better standard and topped to a better standard.  I don’t think there is any real debate about 
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that, the question is very much one of priority and where it sits in our long list of priorities, 
and where the funding comes from for it. 
This motion is also not about looking backwards and questioning decisions that have been 
taken in the past, or railing against inaction of previous Governments, or however you might 
want to frame it.  Firstly, there is no real value in doing that, and secondly I think it would be 
unfair to do so. Decisions previously were taken in good faith depending on the 
circumstances, the economic and financial circumstances of the day, and there have been 
things done.  Up to 20km of the road are currently tarmacked, so it’s not as if we haven’t 
done anything. There have been steps in the past and what was deemed affordable at the time 
so I think, but now this Motion is about saying we are in a slightly different context.  We 
perhaps have a bit more economic and financial freedom and this gives us a chance to take 
slightly more ambitious view of the issue, and hopefully, I will outline why I think that is the 
case.   
 
I do hope that we will gain some kind of broad agreement this morning, that the road is at 
least one of our highest national priorities in terms of infrastructure, and that it does warrant 
significantly greater priority in our funding and work programmes. 
 
Rather like parts of the road itself, the arguments for it being one of our highest priorities are 
pretty well worn.  
 
People don’t require me to stand here and tell them that it is the most used road outside of 
Stanley, that it is a key conduit for our businesses – particularly those in the tourism industry, 
where image does matter and it’s often referenced in the feedback we get back from tourists 
that roads are actually rated as a higher or a bigger issue than the cost of getting here and 
flights and such, which we often cite as a large issue, but the feedback we get through the 
Tourist Board and the questionnaires they complete is that roads are seen as a bigger problem 
than that.   
   
Honourable Members also don’t need me reminding them of the possible economic benefits 
that can arise from a better link with Mount Pleasant, or the annual operating savings that can 
accrue to local businesses and FIG itself from a better standard of road. 
 
Finally, Honourable Members also don’t need me reminding them of the wider quality of life 
improvements that would arise from a safer and easier to navigate link road. 
  
During the budget session last year Members were presented with a brief economic analysis 
from the Policy Unit on the case for topping the road with a more permanent material.  Their 
findings were that, even without oil development occurring, there would be a net economic 
benefit to performing this work. 
 
As others will undoubtedly emphasise during the debate this morning, this analysis was 
heavily caveated and it was a bit superficial in some respects because it was reliant on 
incomplete data and that was recognised in the document we received.  However the analysis 
was based on world bank standard approaches to doing these kind of analyses, and as difficult 
and as unpalatable as it is, the analysis did look to assign a financial value to human life, and 
I perfectly understand that may offend some people, and I apologise for that, but it was 
recognised by the Policy Unit when they did this work that you have to try and factor that in 
in some way because it’s such an important issue. 
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The ultimate conclusion of that study was that, based on the limited data available, the 
economic case exists for greater action.  However, it made the point very clearly that it is for 
MLAs to decide what we are looking to achieve before we can progress properly with this 
project.  That is entirely right in my mind, personally I think we are trying to achieve two 
things: 
 
Firstly, an improved quality of life for residents of the Islands and secondly, to allow us to 
access the economic benefits available through permanently topping the road.  This will 
require some up-front costs which has been well discussed, but I think the analysis showed 
that it makes sense over a longer-term, over a 10, 20 year period it makes economic sense for 
us to take larger steps in that direction. 
 
Having established these goals, this Motion does not look to solve the issue of competing 
priorities: the issues of lots of different things to do on one hand and limited funding on the 
other hand.  It is a challenge, but the Motion looks to acknowledge that a large proportion of 
the electorate via this petition have indicated that they wish to see greater action in terms of 
the Mount Pleasant Road and topping it to an internationally-recognised standard, as the 
petition cited.  
 
It also asks that Honourable Members actively consider this fact when looking at our budget 
allocations in January for the 2016/17 year onwards over our medium term financial plan 
which covers the following five years. 
  
As it stands today, alongside the annual maintenance budget for the road, we have allocated 
around £1.5m per annum for tarmacking it, according to initial estimates from the Public 
Works Department, this is likely to allow us to do about 2km of tarmac per annum.  
  
It is for Members to decide how best to address this concern.  Yes, there are other high 
priority calls on the capital budget, we all know what they are – it will not be simple but I 
genuinely believe that we can do more than we have currently committed, more than the 
£1.5m per annum, I think in my mind it will require a combination of compromise on our 
priorities, and also potentially, a slight relaxation of our budget principles, as well. 
  
Over recent days I have re-studied the capital budget and I believe that we can realistically 
look to do about 5km per annum, so two and a half times what we have currently allocated. 
This would look to have all of the road capped well within the next decade.  Slower than 
many would like to see it, I imagine, but I think it’s a reasonable step and a reasonable 
compromise and it wouldn’t put undue financial pressure on the Government.   
  
I know that the Honourable Phyl Rendell in seconding this motion is going to talk a bit 
further about the process to get us to that point, so that we can achieve our goals in terms of a 
better road in a sustainable manner.  I do fully support doing this properly, and not rushing 
into decisions in terms of approach and material, but I would look to MLAs to ask that we are 
provided with updated full and proper advice on this matter from relevant officers, 
particularly from the Public Works Department, no later than the middle of next year so that 
we can commence work next summer.  It would be my hope and intention. 
 
Mr Speaker, I propose the Motion.    
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The Honourable Phyl Rendell MBE 
 
Mr Speaker, in rising to second the Motion I would like to make the following points.   
 
During the election campaign two years ago now, I listened to the views of many of the 
electorate both in Stanley and the Camp and it was made clear that the two top priorities were 
one surfacing the Mount Pleasant Road, and secondly providing elderly care provision.  I 
have been a supporter of ensuring that the road network extends across the Islands to link up 
Camp businesses wherever possible before diverting major resources to the MPA road.  I 
think that time has now come, therefore I support the Motion as drafted by my Honourable 
Colleague Michael Poole that it is now time to allocate available funds to the MPA road 
project. 
     
Members have agreed some funds for improvements of the Mount Pleasant Road over the 
next 5 years, including funds to carry out a fully engineered report on the road.  These funds 
were loaded in the latter half of our Assembly’s work really due to the number of projects 
currently underway such as Sapper Hill housing development and the oil readiness projects, 
include the alternative water supply from the Murrell and power generation and many other 
projects.  There are only a limited number of engineers in the Public Works Department 
available to draw up contracts and then really to manage them, and this Assembly hasn’t 
actually increased that capacity. So we are asking people to do a great deal of work with a 
limited workforce to meet many demands. 
   
But, I am advised by the Director of Public Works that with a fair wind the report on the 
Mount Pleasant Road could be with MLAs as early as the middle of 2016.   This is, of course, 
too late for us to be informed for the next budget round, but I would urge my Colleagues to 
focus on the project and consider ring fencing more funds in anticipation of the outcome of 
that report. 
  
The Honourable Michael Poole refers to the economic analysis that was prepared by the 
Policy Unit on sealing the MPA road that we received at the last budget session.  It’s 
interesting to note that there is a business case arguing for funding for sealing that road.  
There are many points being raised, it’s well documented, but just reducing the wear and tear 
on vehicles, particularly in winter, and better access to Mount Pleasant Complex and vice 
versa would really stack up well with the business case, but as I say these points are well 
documented.     
 
If we had assurances that there was a continuation of oil revenues, we could easily double the 
size of the design office, the contract workforce and allocate a large sum of money to the 
Mount Pleasant Road, but we are not in that position yet.  But we have had a healthy run of 
oil activity and windfalls should be used, in my view, to the benefit of the public.  600 people 
say they want to see progress being made surfacing the Mount Pleasant Road.  That’s a 
sizable number of the public.  
 
While a full report on the Mount Pleasant Road is being undertaken, there are funds to 
complete a section from the end of the Sapper Hill tarmacked piece down to the Mullet Creek 
area this year, using the aging asphalt plant.  My colleague has explained that this will cost in 
the order of £1.3million and there is a similar amount in the budget for the following 5 years.    
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We are aware that the asphalt plant is old and needs replacing so funds will need to be found 
for new equipment as well.  I urge my Colleagues to support the replacement of the plant 
when a request comes forward.  If we agree a faster programme however, additional larger 
equipment will, of course, be required, but of course it’s possible that we might be leasing 
that.   
 
People have spoken to me that twice as much road could be sealed if the thickness was 
reduced and it’s also been suggested that we could also consider sealing only one side of the 
road as they do in Chile and in other countries.  MLAs can only act on the advice of the 
experts at Public Works Department so we are where we are on that.  
 
I support this Motion, but we do need a plan.  We can’t assume that we can slap tarmac onto 
the top of the road without information about the integrity of that road and where it may need 
rebuilding.  Tarmac may be the best sealing method, especially with lower oil prices and 
possibly lower bitumen prices, but we don’t know for sure.  When we receive the engineering 
report mid-way through next year setting out recommendations as to how best to improve the 
road, we will need to decide how to proceed beyond the current plan of a few kilometres a 
year.  
 
There is an ever growing list of additional capital projects being brought to MLAs’ attention 
that all need funding in future years.  I urge my Colleagues to address the need for funds from 
current windfalls to be channelled to the Mount Pleasant Road project.  When we have the 
report and decide a plan and we can fund it and we can get on with the job.    
 
Mr Speaker, I second the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Mike Summers OBE 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, there is not a person around this table who wouldn’t like 
to see the Mount Pleasant Road surfaced, I expect.  There is probably not a person in the 
whole of the Falklands who wouldn’t like to see the Mount Pleasant Road surfaced, I expect, 
but the issue is about affordability.   
 
Both Honourable Members have referred to a report, a properly engineered report that is in 
preparation, we are none of us in a position to know whether this road is affordable or not 
until we see that report.  There have been various estimates for the cost of surfacing the 
Mount Pleasant Road that run between £30M and £60M.  I will be astonished if the engineers 
report ends up with a cost that’s anything less than £60M, and I very much suspect he will 
already come up with some suggestions for works that need to be done to the Mount Pleasant 
Road irrespective of topping that will be in the many, many hundreds of thousands, if not 
millions.  The issue is about affordability. 
 
What the petition doesn’t do, and what neither of my Honourable Colleagues have done, is to 
set out what compromises have to be made, either to the existing capital budget or future 
capital budgets or the operating budget, to be able to afford to do this work.  If the road costs 
£60M that is equal to the whole of the capital budget for the next five years.  So which of the 
current projects are you proposing should be deleted to be able to surface part of the Mount 
Pleasant Road.  Presumably not the elderly care services because we have already addressed 
that, presumably not the £2M pounds a year or so that goes to improving Camp roads, 



The Record of the meeting of Legislative Assembly 
held on Thursday 26 November 2015 

15 
 

presumably not the money that’s been allocated for improving the Power Station because 
that’s deemed to be a critical part of our infrastructure. So which Capital Projects would the 
Members like to see taken out.  There is only £60M.   
The alternative way to fund it is either by borrowing which I haven’t addressed, I won’t be 
addressing in this discussion because I don’t think it’s a viable option, or by taking money 
from the reserves.  We do have enough money in the reserve to surface the Mount Pleasant 
Road.  It would require, as my Honourable Colleague says, a change to our budget strategy. It 
would probably require us to reduce the multiple by which we retain reserves in the 
Consolidated Fund from 2.5 times recurrent income to 1.5 times recurrent income. That 
would be the cost.   
 
The actual cost of that will be quite substantial depending on the average interest rate that we 
receive on money in the reserve, it will cost somewhere between £3M and £5M pounds per 
annum to recurrent income.  You are not just spending money that’s been set aside for 
Capital, you are reducing recurrent income. How are you going to fund that?  The only two 
major projects that we have in recurrent income that come anywhere near to being able to 
meet that reduction are the subsidy to SAAS, and the Ferry.  So does either of the Honourable 
Members, or anybody in the public, and I think this is the bigger issue, does anybody in the 
public wish to sacrifice those two projects to surface the Mount Pleasant Road. 
 
The Honourable Members sensibly said that this project is, to a large extent, about the quality 
of life.  It is about quality of life, but the things we might have to sacrifice to achieve that 
quality of life might be beyond what people had anticipated when they signed the petition.  
All those options weren’t put in front of them.   
 
There was a document on economic benefit, it depends very, very heavily on the price you 
put on the value of a life.  That document put £1M pounds on the value of a life.  I think there 
were many people who would disagree with that as a figure, but that’s what it did and the 
economic benefit, the net economic benefit depended entirely on that figure. 
 
There was a statement in the letter covering the petition, and I think by one of my Honourable 
Colleagues, that the maintenance cost of the road once surfaced would be reduced. It’s not 
true, it isn’t the case.  The Director of Public Works has kindly sent me some figures of what 
he estimates to be the current cost of maintaining the Mount Pleasant Road and what it would 
be if it were fully surfaced. 
 
In effect, the current cost is about £120,000 pounds per annum.  He says “to grit the road for 
30 times during the course of a year would cost approximately £100,000 in rock salt alone 
excluding salaries, I would need an additional 260 tons of salt a year so would need a new 
shed (probably half a million) and £78.000 in recurrent costs for salt purchase.  The current 
salt truck is big enough to do the whole road in one go”.  Then there is a whole series of 
issues about drainage and the like.   
 
So, to say rather blandly: “well, if only we surfaced the road we could divert all that money to 
doing something else, we could do more work on roads in the Camp”.  As far as I am aware 
it’s not the case.   
 
There is also a statement in the petition that says “this road is dangerous”.  Honourable 
Members, Ladies and Gentlemen, all roads are dangerous.  Let me share with you a little 
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piece of information about speed on the Mount Pleasant Road.  These are figures that were 
taken between the 2nd and the 8th April 2015 on an area of tarmac road adjacent to the 
Mount Kent turnoff. 
 
28% of the vehicles that passed that checkpoint, 28% were travelling at less than 40 miles an 
hour.  59% were travelling at speeds between 40 and 60 miles an hour, 59%.  20 vehicles 
were travelled at speeds between 90 and 110 miles an hour.  That’s dangerous, that’s 
dangerous on a piece of tarmac road.   
 
Let me share with you the views of the Chief Police Officer.  In a report he wrote in 1999 and 
he says that he still supports, he says “it’s an inescapable fact that with roads and vehicles 
come accidents, injuries and death.  We can only endeavour within our means to reduce the 
possibility.  I believe that my recommendations that are made in this paper will reduce overall 
the number of accidents, but due to the inevitable increase in speeding, even if the limit is 
raised, very serious injuries or deaths may be a more frequent outcome than those that now 
occur”.     
 
There are lots of people bandying lots of figures around about accidents associated with the 
road, I do have quite a lot of them, I wouldn’t suggest that they were comprehensive, but in 
actual fact, of the four young people that we have lost in the last few years, none of them was 
on an unsurfaced piece of the Mount Pleasant Road.  In fact, none of them was on the Mount 
Pleasant Road at all, and of the fatalities that have occurred on the Mount Pleasant Road as 
many have occurred on tarmacked pieces as unsurfaced pieces.   
 
My point in sort of going on about this is that that isn’t a cogent argument for surfacing the 
Mount Pleasant Road. Surfacing the Mount Pleasant Road has some economic benefits, but 
it’s not proven, it certainly has quality of life benefits, but the big issue in my mind is 
affordability and we are not in a position to be able to afford to do it, as far as I can see.  It 
may be when the engineers report arrives in a few months we will be able to find a way of 
allocating funding over a period of time to surface the Mount Pleasant Road, but I for one 
won’t be sacrificing either the SAAS service or the ferry, nor will I be proposing a change or 
accepting a change to the ratio between operating expenditure and reserves for what is in 
effect a quality of life project.   
 
Mr Speaker, I do not support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Jan Cheek 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, while noting the number of signatories that were on the 
petition and the majority of those signatories, to be fair, are people on our electoral roll, but 
it’s still not a huge proportion and certainly not a majority of the public as a whole. 
 
I do have sympathy for those who have to drive that road daily, heavy concentration is 
required, and I will come on later to a little more about that, but I would make the comparison 
with driving over Camp.  We don’t say that’s particularly dangerous, most of us think it’s 
fun, but you drive with care, there are areas where you have to crawl along because of the 
conditions and our roads should be treated in the same manner.   
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The Honourable Michael Poole and the Honourable Michael Summers both referred to the 
analysis that was done for us when we were considering the budget.  Now, as I read it, it was 
pretty inconclusive except in the case of oil revenues, when the financial case would be easier 
to make.  And that report also recognised that we do not yet have an optimum design for the 
lasting resurfacing of the road, and the very last thing I want to see is any more money 
wasted.  We had pieces laid and then lifted some time ago.   
 
The question of putting a value on a life as someone said, I don’t think you can put a value on 
a life, insurers may do so, but in human terms, lives are priceless. 
 
In terms of road safety, that same report mooted the idea of better information and advice for 
drivers, and that advice is already provided in the form of signs at intervals along the road, 
but probably there should be more frequent campaigns on safety.  And this tallies with the 
analysis done by the Police referred to by the Honourable Michael Summers that concluded 
that speed in excess of that sensible in the road and weather conditions and failure to wear 
seatbelts were major factors in most accidents resulting in serious injuries and deaths. 
 
Since then, I believe that military vehicles are fitted with governors which limit the speed 
they can do.  It would be interesting to know if there are figures for military vehicle accidents 
before and after the fitting of those devices which limited the speed I believe to 30 miles an 
hour maximum, and a speed limit is of course a maximum. 
 
All that said, like I imagine everyone in this room, I would like to see the surface improved.  I 
support the current plan to do a length each season, but before I could agree to any 
acceleration of that plan I would have to see accurate costs, a clear construction plan and put 
it in the balance with the state of national finances at the time.  Our reserves are there not just 
for a rainy day, for a couple of bad fishing seasons, we rely heavily still on the fishery for a 
large proportion of our budget, but if we have large sums available in the future, and if there 
is oil development that may happen, we do need to have a clear priority list and resurfacing of 
that road would not be my highest priority.   
 
I made this clear during the campaign at the last election.  For me, things like, for example, 
the extra classrooms which are now done, care of the elderly and keeping the lights on, we 
have to look at the long term power station needs.  I have not been given any evidence on 
which to change my mind.  I welcome the opportunity to discuss this, but continue to support 
the current plan with short sections being done annually until we have further clear advice, 
accurate costs and a clear priority list.  So, I do not support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Dr Barry Elsby 
 
Mr Speaker, I welcome the opportunity to have these discussions here in the Assembly 
because it’s very important that the public are involved in helping Members to decide where 
are priorities should be spent - where the money we have should be spent, and there are 
competing interests, as we have heard from all speakers up to now, there are competing 
interests, and if the Mount Pleasant Road is going to cost £40 to £60M pounds and we don’t 
know yet, we are waiting for that report, but if it was to cost £30, £40, £60M the question that 
we as MLAs, but also the public have to ask themselves is: where should we spend that 
money.  I too do not believe we should take it out of our reserves, and whilst we are waiting 
for oil money to arrive we have to work on the assumption we don’t have that oil money so 
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its prioritisation and the public need to be aware of that the same as our MLAs need to be 
aware of it. 
 
In an ideal world, as everyone said, we would tarmac the Mount Pleasant Road, of course we 
would, and I think many of us have probably driven in other countries where gravel road is 
quite normal and it’s quite safe, but I think the Falkland Islands is unique in a sense that the 
gravel road itself has some danger, all gravel roads do, we also have a problem with strong 
winds and it’s all too easy to get hit by a strong gust and that contributes to your lack of 
control of the vehicle, but I was also going to quote and look at the figures that my 
Honourable Colleague Mike Summers talked about, about those static speed monitors that 
were put in place in March and April this year, and they monitor for that whole month what 
was going on, it wasn’t to prosecute people it was just to find out what was going on. 
 
We have heard about the one that was placed on the Mount Pleasant Road, but there was 
another placed on the Bypass Road between the Chandlery and the Market Garden, and at 
that point over 80% of people were at or below the speed limit, so 80% were at or below the 
speed limit.  I think the maximum speed recorded was over 90 miles an hour, which is crazy, 
but the vast majority stayed at a reasonable speed and we don’t see many accidents there. 
 
As my Honourable Colleague said, when we look at the Mount Pleasant Road monitor, and 
that was placed on the tarmac section where the fuel tanks are just before the turning off for 
the North Camp track.  If people will think about that part, just where that was placed, if you 
are coming from Stanley you are on tarmac you go past the monitoring gun then about 30 or 
40 yards later you hit a cattle grid, and then you hit the gravel road, and of course if you are 
coming the other way from Mount Pleasant you are on gravel road, you hit the cattle grid and 
then you get monitored your speed on the tarmac.  So tarmac and cattle grid and gravel road 
are all in this mix on the Mount Pleasant Road, and as my Honourable Colleague pointed out 
over 80%, over 80% exceeded the 40 miles speed limit even though we accept the Mount 
Pleasant Road is a dangerous road, and I am not going to repeat the sort of figures that my 
Honourable Colleague went through, but 45% were over 50 and the highest speed recorded 
was one idiot, for want of a better word, who was clocked at 109.4 miles per hour at 4pm one 
day. 
 
Who can say anything but this is crazy, and we have heard about the military governing their 
vehicles to make sure they don’t exceed the speed limit.  As a doctor I saw many people 
coming in, military and civilian, off the Mount Pleasant Road, but I believe that since your 
vehicles have been governed, CBF, the number of accidents has also reduced because speed 
is a key element, so if you really want to make that Mount Pleasant Road safer we don’t need 
to spend £60M immediately, what we need to do immediately is persuade people to stick to a 
sensible speed on those roads, the roads that we know are dangerous. 
 
As I have said, we are faced with a question of prioritising the money. Before oil money 
arrived we had some very difficult decisions, and we have already heard of some of the 
options that might need to be stopped if we are going to find the money to surface the Mount 
Pleasant Road, and it’s a good opportunity now, two years ago this month this Government 
was elected, so we are half way through and it’s always a good opportunity to review about 
what Members were saying during that election, what were Member’s priorities and are they 
still priorities.   
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One of my priorities then was to drive forward the Vulnerable Persons Strategy which had 
really languished without much being done for many years, and I thought that was very 
important we drive that forward, and I am very pleased to see that the Director of Health has 
done a tremendous amount of work such that we are now in a position where we can visualise 
the sort of residential building that is going to be developed, and we realise and we have 
approved as MLAs that that building will perhaps be a lot bigger than we envisaged at the 
first time, not just containing people who need full nursing care, but also having facilities for 
people who need perhaps short stays. They might have had a fall, they might have had an 
illness, and they can no longer cope at home and recognising that with the right input they 
can get back to their home living.  That will cost a lot more than we thought, the building 
alone is going to be far more than we thought, the staff are going to incur a large bill, an 
ongoing bill and I welcome that, it is something I value and I would not wish to see that 
disappear.  
 
Part of the process that the Director of Health undertook was not just to look at the building, 
but to look at what is necessary within the community to keep people in their own home as 
we get older, and that’s vitally important because most people want to stay in their own home 
as long as possible, and at the moment the community services we have are creaking, they 
just cannot cope with what is the demand, and I am pleased to say that the Director of Health 
has looked at options of actually improving and increasing their numbers of personnel we 
have to provide that care in the community, but again, that is going to be costly, but again I 
fully support that because that is what I believe the public will want. 
 
All that work has tended to focus on the older part of our community, rightly so, but we have 
an equal need to look at the facilities we have for people who have educational special needs 
as children, children who have physical disabilities, because at the moment we have facilities 
to cope with that, but we are not really doing as well as we could do, and the Chief Executive 
and I have both talked to the Director of Education, and one of his priorities, starting 
probably in the middle of next year, is to do the same sort of work that the Director of Health 
has done for the elderly in our community, but for the Director of Education to look at what 
is a vulnerable person strategy going to look like to address those special educational needs, 
the physical needs of the children, but bearing in mind that those people with disabilities of 
whatever sort when they leave school they will become young adults with disabilities and 
difficulties, and at the moment we have very limited facilities to cope with those people as 
they leave school. 
 
People will be aware of the employment programme.  A large percentage of the people on 
that programme have special educational, medical or physical needs, and I don’t believe they 
are really being met at the moment. 
 
They are not being met in another way.  We have a number of people who have educational 
needs who we at this time can’t provide for in the Islands, and we send them overseas.  At the 
moment we are spending somewhere in the region of three quarters of a million pounds every 
year sending people to the UK, and that number will grow unless we improve our facilities 
here. 
 
It is costly to the Government because in many cases these people will never some back to 
the Islands for all sorts of complex reasons, and so we will be funding those people forever.  
But it’s also leading to some families being split up, families are being faced with the idea: 
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“do I stay in the Falklands, or do I move to the UK so my child can receive the education or 
the support it needs?”. 
 
I think that if we invest heavily in the Vulnerable Persons Strategy at the young age, as we 
have agreed to do with people as they get older, it will be a saving, we will save money and 
we will also save having to split families up.  I think we need a purpose built special needs 
facility.  At the moment we have two facilities within the Infant Junior School and also 
within the Community School, but I don’t think they fully address the needs, and I think we 
need a new building for that. 
 
As I said, it’s two years now since we were elected, and not too long after our election we 
held a meeting in the Chamber of Commerce, a public meeting where we tried to inform 
people, get people’s views of where our expenditure should lie, where our capital should be 
spent, which project should take priority.  I pushed very hard at that time for the building of a 
new Infant & Junior School behind the Power Station. Why?  Because I think we need that 
special needs facility, but the Infant & Junior School at the moment is outgrowing itself.  It is 
bulging at the seams, and the Infant & Junior School is not one unit, it is now split between 
three sites.  We have the Infant & Junior School itself, we are using the Catholic hall for 
some of our classes, and we have just opened yet more temporary classrooms on the hostel 
site. 
 
We have a policy that when numbers in each year group reach 30 we split those classes. 
Every year group in the Infant & Junior School is now split, but there are one or two year 
groups whose numbers are approaching a point where we might have to split the split classes, 
which will need more classroom space and more teachers, and we are clearly do not have that 
at the moment. 
 
I think as part of that build we should be looking at, if that £30, £40, £50M pounds was going 
to be prioritised somewhere else I think we could look at building a new Infant & Junior 
School on that site, incorporating the ability so to use some modular units, so if as oil money 
arrives our population grows, as we hope it will, that we can future proof that with the ability 
of perhaps putting a second floor on that Junior School, so that it can cope with anything that 
could happen in the future.   
 
But the other things that are clearly missing in our community at the moment and this comes 
back to where we prioritise.  It’s things like wrap around care, it’s things like the ability to 
offer school meals, and I think if had a building on that site we could incorporate a hall 
because the Community School is missing a hall, or there is no communal space large enough 
to encompass all the people and that hall could be designed in such a way that it also acted as 
a community centre, and it could also double up as our canteen so students and children can 
have school meals because out in our community there is a huge need for this wrap around 
care from parents who work.  Where do my children go when the school starts later than I 
start work, how can I get home to feed my children at lunch time, what happens to my 
children when school finishes but my work hasn’t, and so I think a lot of people in our 
community would welcome that build and it would be an investment for our future.   
 
So Mr Speaker, I am afraid I do not support this Motion either, because although I want the 
Mount Pleasant Road tarmacked, it will only happen after oil money has arrived, but I think 
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we need to involve the public in a continuing debate as our budget process starts as to where 
we should prioritise our money this year.   
 
Thank you. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Gentleman and Ladies, in rising to speak to this Motion I have to 
say that the Honourable Michael Summers has gazumped me. He expressed everything I 
wanted to say so much more eloquently than I could ever hope, so I will just charge on 
regardless in my normal brutish way. 
 
Yes, I fully support, I and my department I would say, would probably very much support the 
surfacing of that road whether it be in asphalt, whether it be cement because it would take 
away one of the beatings we get on a yearly basis. 
 
However, there is still going to be problems ahead and we are still going to, as a department, 
get the occasional thumping, and that’s because, just think when it’s surfaced, I am going to 
be quite positive here, we are going to get caught with early morning black frosts for 
example, that could lead to a loss of life.  You are not going to take that away, I am afraid.  
It’s not a reason for not doing the road, but don’t get starry eyed in thinking that we are all 
going to live happily ever after if that thing is surfaced, we aren’t.  
 
I watch very carefully the newspapers in the Southern Cone, especially around Punta Arenas, 
for they have surfaced roads and unsurfaced roads, and on one of the surfaced roads this 
winter, as it came in, they got caught with a couple of black frosts and there were people 
killed.  There are also people who seem to hurl themselves off those sections regularly, I 
don’t know why, whether it’s tyre blow outs or whatever.  This will continue happening I am 
afraid. 
 
You say, if I can just directly address a couple of points, that the Mount Pleasant Road is the 
most used road out of Stanley.  I believe the Bypass Road is still outside of Stanley and that is 
the most used piece of road in the Falklands.  That road is failing. That road is going to need 
doing now.  If you are going to do it just by usage, that’s a no brainer.  That’s where you 
start. 
 
I would also like to say that perhaps 20 minutes from the centre of Punta Arenas, when I was 
over there last time, somebody took me out and I found myself on a rather nasty little gravel 
road which made ours look wonderful, and they have much higher winds than we do, so those 
roads do exist, I am afraid.   
 
What though I think we need to do is, we can’t really do much until we find out how much 
this project is going to cost us.  Not just the surface, but there is also the subsurface works, as 
I know for a fact in one place the main culverts, I think it’s the Vantan, I believe they will 
have to be replaced or sleeved.  It’s no good doing just half a job. We either do it properly or 
we don’t, but we don’t know the cost of this.  We don’t know the cost of the safety barriers, 
there is possible realignment which has been said before, and we just don’t know the cost. 
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At present, and I believe our future, asphalt plants will not be able to do a major resurfacing 
project, they aren’t big enough.  If we stopped works on the town roads and concentrated on 
the Mount Pleasant Road we could obviously lay more than we are at the moment, but would 
the public support us just stopping work on the Stanley roads and letting them just 
deteriorate. 
 
I think though to do a proper job on it we will in all probability have to bring in outside 
contractors, and that will add to cost whatever that cost may be, and if the project goes over a 
few seasons we will have to obviously add in the initial mobilisation and demobilisation at 
the end, but also each year you will have to demobilise the workers you bring in.   
 
There is also only so much money in the capital budget per year.  We probably could stop or 
cut back on all capital works in order to do the Mount Pleasant Road, or maybe we could just 
raid the reserves, as somebody said before me.  This will, of course, mean that there won’t be 
the income generated from investments as there won’t be too much in the investment funds, 
but of course, we will have a shiny new road, and we may have to start putting up or cutting 
back on the costs of the services we provide to the people of the Falkland Islands because we 
rely quite heavily on the income generated by those funds to prop up our recurring budgets. 
 
I am being asked to prioritise this project, and this is what really gives me the problem with 
your Motion, prioritise it over what: existing capital projects such as rural roads works, the 
ferry or the town infrastructure?  For example, we have an electricity system that is in danger 
of giving up due to old age, the cost for that is going to be quite hair curling, I would think.  I 
suspect that the people who probably signed that petition may not take kindly to having their 
power rationed if we really get into the stage of our generators giving up before and not being 
replaced. 
 
What is the cost though?  I am being asked to prioritise a scheme that I don’t know the cost 
of.  Some years ago I started off thinking that it would be around the £30M mark, but as time 
went by I revised that to £40M, but now I am thinking of £60M.  However, in my travels 
outside the Islands, talking to engineers I should say, I have been told by one or two of them 
that to think of £60M for that sort of project I am living in a fantasy world, it’s going to be 
much, much more, but until we do the actual survey, the engineering study, we aren’t going 
to know.  We don’t know what we are up against, and we don’t know how we can or can’t go 
about trying to do something to that road.   
 
I certainly do support though doing what we can, when we can, with what we can, and I want 
to see that continue. 
 
I am afraid MLA Poole, just for the wording of the Motion, and you asking me to prioritise 
something that I don’t know the cost of, I just cannot support this.   
 
The Honourable Ian Hansen 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I will try not to be repetitive because there has 
been an awful lot said today that has already been said before, there is a lot of speculation and 
of course, a lot of personal opinion. 
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I think one thing though that this discussion we have had today here proves without a doubt 
that there is a lot more to do, we need more information, we need the consultants to come 
back to us on the cost. 
 
I have always been in favour of doing as much as we can to tarmac the Mount Pleasant Road.  
I am not one of those that believe tarmacking will make it particularly any more dangerous, 
well it may go to some way to having more accidents, but it won’t just be the tarmacking of 
the road.  Over the years we have seen more powerful vehicles come in, we have seen 
probably three or four other different things you could name that will make just the amount of 
vehicles account for more accidents, so I am not one that will actually use that as an argument 
to be honest. 
 
My main drive for wanting to get the Mount Pleasant Road tarmacked is the fact that the 
wear and tear on vehicles is horrendous.  If you talk to hauliers and you talk to the people 
who run in and out twice a week to the Airbridge or to Lan Chile or whatever, the cost of 
spares on buses and cost of spares on trucks and even private vehicles is horrendous and that 
cost is passed on to the user.  So that’s possibly my main point for wanting to get something 
done to that road. 
 
I do believe that any road is as dangerous as the driver that drives on it.   
 
Again, there is the interpretation of this Motion. I think is quite interesting because the 
Honourable Gavin Short I think has interpreted it totally different to the way I have, and I am 
not saying either of us is wrong, but any Motion I think the wording is up for how you 
interpret it. 
 
I quite like the idea of the Honourable Michael Poole’s that maybe we should be at least 
looking at trying to increase from two kilometres to three, four, five maybe.  I don’t know if 
that’s possible, but I think that’s a sensible position to have come from. 
 
In my view because I don’t believe this Motion, it doesn’t actually commit this Assembly to 
any expenditure, I believe the wording of it is actually asking for a more comprehensive 
discussion than normal during budget select committee, and for that reason and the way I 
have interpreted the Motion, for that reason I do support the Motion. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole it’s your right to sum up, if you wish. 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I think that as you say it’s my right here to 
sum up and summarise what’s been said, I am not sure I am allowed to, but I am going to go 
on that ticked with some of what’s been said this morning as we go around the table a little 
bit. 
 
Inevitably, as we expected, we have heard here the scare mongering around this issue as if 
supporting this Motion today would result in the lights going off tomorrow and the ferry 
sinking tomorrow, clearly that’s not the case.  Nothing the Honourable Phyl Rendell or I said 
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even suggested that, it’s a matter of prioritisation and compromise on budget principles, and I 
think it genuinely is possible for us to still achieve our key priorities, of which this is clearly 
one, whilst not vastly changing public services or foregoing other key capital projects, and I 
would be more than happy to present my proposal on how we can achieve that in the capital 
budget within the next week or two, and I will do that to Members so that they can see my 
personal thinking on the issue. 
 
In terms of some of the issues that the Honourable Mike Summers had raised here, when I 
had suggested I would be referring to this economic analysis performed by the Policy Unit I 
was told by a couple of Honourable Members that actually the figures are so uncertain it’s 
unreasonable to even reference this piece of work, but clearly a number of Members in the 
House this morning were more than happy to speculate as to figures, whereas the Honourable 
Phyl Rendell and I didn’t, we acknowledged up front there is a lot of uncertainty around this 
issue, it’s about getting more data and more information before we can make informed 
decisions, but again in my view the role of MLAs is to set a vision here.   
 
There was once a famous American President who said “we will put a man on the moon in 
the next ten years”, he didn’t have a clue if it was achievable, how they were going to do it, 
but they got on with it and found a way.  I am not comparing the Mount Pleasant Road to that 
issue necessarily, but that’s the kind of the thing we should be saying: “well, actually we 
want to address this problem, we all agree that we need to”.  I don’t think I have heard 
anybody fundamentally disagree with the principle of permanently sealing the road, it’s just 
about how we do it, and absolutely we acknowledge that work is yet to be done. 
 
Again, I would argue with some of the figures in my analysis which I will share with 
colleagues in the next week that I don’t think it would necessarily result in us reducing our 
reserve level from 2.5 times as per the current budget principles to 1.5 times.  I think there is 
a way you could do it.  I had suggested in the House just recently that we could reduce our 
reserves to 2 times and probably achieve our range of goals, so I will do that work and share 
it with people. 
 
Again, nothing that’s been said in proposing this Motion or in the petition we received 
suggested taking away from personal responsibility.  Of course, it’s up to individuals to drive 
safely, drive to the conditions, drive to the road generally and I think that’s to a degree a bit 
of obfuscation and avoidance of the issue, nobody would suggest that, and if it’s such a 
concern for Members then I am keen to see them bring forward proposals on greater 
education campaigns, or possibly a Bill looking at limiting speed limits, another contributing 
factor to road accidents.  I haven’t seen that, so I would suggest it’s probably not as big an 
issue as its been made out to be this morning. 
 
The Honourable Dr Barry Elsby, I think if we were on “Just a Minute” may have been buzzed 
for relevance in his speech, absolutely covered some important issues in terms of other 
priorities that exist in terms of vulnerable people and education facilities.  Again, go back to 
my original point that I think we can balance those off, we won’t achieve everything that we 
want to, I doubt we will be able to build a new school and cap the Mount Pleasant Road, but I 
think for now we have the facilities that we need. 
 
Finally, I would just thank the Honourable Ian Hansen for his comments there, I think as he 
has recognised, it is down to personal responsibility and it’s about setting this vision and 
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agreeing that it’s a significant priority and a key piece of infrastructure, and we should show 
the people that we are getting on with it because 600 of them have just given us their 
signature asking for us to do just that. 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker. 
 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members the Motion before you is that in view of the recent petition calling for 
greater action on the Mount Pleasant Road which contains 600 signatures this House believes 
that significantly greater priority should be given to this project in the budget discussion that 
will commence in January 2016. 
 
For those of you in favour of this Motion please indicate – that’s three.  Those against the 
Motion please indicate – four.  Those voting against the Motion are greater and the Motion 
therefore falls. 
 
Deputy Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Portfolio Reports. 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I hold the portfolio for policy and public diplomacy, 
people may remember.  I will cover that this morning and also a couple of issues where it 
doesn’t naturally sit in my portfolio, but I have been sitting on working groups that have been 
looking at other issues, so I will mention that briefly as well.   
 
I last updated the House in April of this year.  At that time I spoke about work in relation to 
GDP estimates done by the Policy Unit, Environmental Impact Assessment Regulations and 
the Development Plan which the Environmental Planning Department had been working on, 
and also had touched upon some Tourist Board and South Atlantic Research Institute 
(SAERI) activities as well.   
 
All of these items I am pleased to say have now moved on.  The EIA regulations are now in 
place and have been agreed.  The Development Plan, a colossal piece of work, is in place and 
has been agreed and there is some underlying regulations and guidance that’s being finished 
at the moment as well, so delighted with that.  The Tourist Board I will cover shortly, and I 
am not going to cover SAERI in any depth today, but it continues to grow and it’s 
reached/extends throughout the region.  
 
I will begin with public diplomacy and just a quick update on that.  As many in the 
community are aware we have had a range of both inbound and outbound visits over the past 
year, all of which have been well publicised so I won’t repeat those here.  We have also got 
an agreed a calendar for the coming calendar year.  As expected there will be a normal range 
of visits from journalists, politicians and academics and hopefully some students coming in 
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from South America as well, as part of competitions that have been run recently.  Our 
outbound visits will continue with a combination of both our standard trips such as UK Party 
Conferences, trips to Brussels and C24 in New York.  Mixed in amongst those will be some 
visits to key countries particularly in the region where we wish to further strengthen 
relationships.  This next year we have tried to narrow our focus as much as possible because 
we recognise it’s a large world and we are a small number of people in the Islands.     
 
Public Diplomacy generally is quite a challenging area – there is no right answer to how we 
approach it.  I personally feel we have got a more coordinated and coherent approach with the 
UK Government now, we should be seeing a combined overarching strategy for public 
diplomacy coming to Executive Council shortly which will be a joint document between the 
UK Government, ourselves and the Ministry of Defence as well, which I think is a really 
positive step.  However, it is a large world as I have said, we have got a limited budget, 
limited time and capacity, so we need to make sure our focus is as appropriate as possible.  
 
I would say that we are very grateful to all of those people in the Islands and outside of the 
Islands as well that have assisted us with international diplomacy efforts recently over this 
last couple of years in particular, whether that’s part of FIG initiatives or privately as well. 
There is a lot of private work that goes on to further our cause for self-determination, so we 
do appreciate that.  We did intended to have a briefing with the special advisors list last week 
that was delayed due to the cruise ship incident but we will reschedule that shortly and will 
let people know when that’s back in the diary.  
 
Moving on, whilst it sits directly within the Honourable Mike Summers’ portfolio, I would 
note that there has been significant movement this week on the issue of immigration policy 
reform.  The papers from Executive Council yesterday will be published shortly.  The Policy 
Unit have been heavily involved with this, and both Mike and I sit on the Immigration 
Review Group as well.  Three substantive papers were considered by Executive Council 
yesterday and will result in some changes to visitor permits, work permits, and also to the 
permanent residence permits system as well.  These will now move to the legislative drafting 
stage I think the policy input to this is now pretty much complete, however the Immigration 
Review Group will continue to meet if and when required to clarify any policy issues that 
arise. 
 
In addition, the Policy Unit continues to give thought to the issue of a wider population 
growth strategy for the Islands.  This is a wide-ranging and complex piece of work, touching 
on economic development, as well as infrastructure and other things too.  We are in the very 
early stages of that, but we hope to develop that in the early stages of next year and consult 
on it in due course, so we will let people know how that’s progressing.   
 
The Environmental Planning Department also sits within the policy element of my portfolio, 
and they have been particularly productive over recent months.  I am pleased to say that the 
Government now has an overarching energy strategy, and has also committed to signing up to 
Kyoto Phase Two once the UK Government has done so.  The strategy itself is relatively 
pragmatic and will allow for Green House Gases emissions to grow in line with what we 
hope will be a growing economy, but it does look to ensure that we think about wider energy 
and environmental implications when making major decisions. 
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The Environmental Planning Department is also currently consulting on documents relating 
to the updated Biodiversity Framework, the consultation on that closes on the 4th December. 
This document does propose that Falkland Islands Government sign up to the International 
Convention on Biological Diversity, something which has long been discussed and called for 
by external NGOs, and we are keen to get people’s feedback on that and bottom that issue 
out.  Executive Council at first look were supportive of it, but clearly we will await and see 
what people say to us in the consultation.  
 
Finally, in terms of Environmental Planning they are also consulting on updated building 
regulations at the moment, with that consultation closing on the 18th December.  Both of 
those documents are important and I encourage people to take a look at them, if they have a 
chance. 
   
Moving on to tourism, I continue to be a member of the Tourist Board.  The consultation 
period for the new Tourism Development Strategy is now complete and the draft was 
presented to the Board, to Members of the Assembly and to the public as well, last week. 
Kevin Millington, who is leading on writing the strategy for us, has taken on board feedback 
from those range of meetings last week, and hopes to send us an updated version of the 
strategy early in December, and the intention is very much to have the new strategy agreed by 
the board and by Executive Council well before the start of the next financial year, so that the 
Tourist Board budget can reflect the new strategy, and hopefully then from the 01st July in the 
next financial year next year it can just get on with what has been agreed.  
 
For those that haven’t seen the document, the draft outlines very well, in my view, a range of 
practical issues for the Board and industry generally to be thinking about and getting on with, 
which I think is what has been called for, for some time. There has been genuine 
disagreements on the approach of the Tourist Board, it has been quite focused on 
international marketing and I think the local industry have called for us to take a more 
practical focus and hopefully there is a good balance in this document. 
  
In addition, over the past couple of months, the Accommodation Grading Scheme 
administered by the Tourist Board has had its annual review and update.  Really pleased to 
say that its success continues.  There were four new properties added this year, and in 
addition, the existing properties under the scheme continue to develop in line with the 
recommendations of Kevin when he visits the different establishments.  As people are aware, 
hopefully in the industry, that FIDC do administer a grant scheme to assist with development 
of accommodation.  There has been some feedback that maybe that scheme is a bit restrictive 
as currently formulated, but the draft Tourism Development Strategy which we saw last week 
does make some recommendations in that regard, so I think we have an opportunity early in 
the New Year to take a look at it if we think it needs any changes.  
 
Finally, I would mention that earlier in the week Members spent a couple of hours with the 
Honourable Chief Executive, the Attorney General, and our Clerk and Deputy Clerk to 
discuss some Standing Rules and Orders for Executive Council.  This work has been very 
well led by the Attorney General, supported by a working group, which the Honourable 
Roger Edwards and I sit on, amongst other directors and officers. 
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It’s a long-standing piece of work and I would like to congratulate everyone involved for 
having moved it on so well and so considerably over the past 12 months because it got a bit 
stuck 18 months or so ago, so congratulations to everyone for that. 
  
On the face of it this work doesn’t appear to be particularly relevant to our constituents 
perhaps, it’s certainly not a vote winner, it is important, it’s important that we properly 
consider our Standing Rules and Orders for Executive Council and it has given us a 
mechanism, and we have only had very initial discussions to discuss important matters that 
do impact people, such as the publication of Executive Council papers and the process to that 
and timings for it and that kind of thing, also gives us a chance to discuss where decision-
making rightly sits, what should Executive Council be considering, what should be delegated 
to officers and to Directors and the Honourable Chief Executive, and again a personal hope 
that it gives us another chance to further investigate the respective roles of Members of the 
Assembly and Government Directors, and possibly give us a bit of trigger and a chance for us 
to look at how we can gradually move towards a more ministerial style of Government. 
Something that has been referenced for a number of years, but I think this is a chance for us 
to further investigate that.  No particular outcome or process in mind yet, but it does give us 
an opportunity. 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, that concludes my portfolio report. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Does any Member wish to comment? 
 
The Honourable Ian Hansen 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, just on Tourism, could the Honourable Member just let us know 
please where the integration of the Tourist Board into the Falkland Island Government Office 
where that stands at the moment, is that still on track and on its timescale? 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, and I thank the Honourable Ian Hansen for his question.  It’s 
certainly not on timescale because we had hoped it would have been done nine months ago so 
it has slipped considerably.  The work is ongoing, I know there has been movement in the last 
couple of weeks, the issue was that assigning an office within the Government Office in 
London, Tourist Board all agreed in principle, it was just getting quotes at a reasonable cost 
to get the work done to make some changes to the front of office there.  The quotes that 
originally received were far in the excess of the budget allocated for it, so they are just 
working through that.  I expect there will be a paper through to probably Standing Finance 
Committee early in the new year asking for a bit more funding, don’t know the exact figure at 
this point to complete that work, I would hope that we can see that complete I think 
realistically before the start of the next financial year so Q1, Q2 next year. 
 
The Honourable Ian Hansen 
 
I thank the Honourable Member. 
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The Honourable Mike Summers OBE 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I thank the Honourable Member for his report and thank 
him for his references to the immigration papers which have taken, I think if the Standing 
Rules and Orders for Executive Council have taken a little while, I think we have been at that 
for about 12 years, so that’s good progress. 
 
I just wanted to ask him about the likely date for the production of the Tourism Development 
Strategy.  Tourism is a very important industry to the Falklands, it involves a lot of people 
and a lot of locally based businesses including several in the Camp, and it’s the one industry 
that has the most scope, I think, for significant expansion in the Falklands in the relatively 
short term and without a lot of outside constraints.  Does he have an idea at the moment when 
all that very good work that has been done in preparing the Tourism Development Strategy is 
likely to come to the fore, and I presume it will presented to Executive Council. 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, and I thank the Honourable Mike Summers for his question.  The last 
time I discussed it with Kevin just a few days back, that as I say, he hopes to get an updated 
version to us early in December, in the next week to ten days or so.  That would need to go 
through the Tourist Board first, I think.  Absolutely there is an obligation on it to go to 
Executive Council, so I can confirm that will happen.  I think the Executive Council meeting 
at the end of January is probably a realistic target, and hopefully would still allow us to give 
time to make sure that, if adopted, the Tourist Board budget submissions can be amended 
slightly in line with that new document. 
 
I would just say that he rightly highlights that it really is a key industry.  It will inevitably be 
an industry that will see us through for decades to come.  There is growth potential there, the 
initial draft document suggested a doubling in size of the industry and the contribution to 
GDP over the next seven years which reading through it seemed achievable.  I think there are 
more ambitious longer term targets we could include in there as well.  I know that 
Honourable Members, particularly Mike Summers, had made that point when we saw the 
draft, so I hope that the updated version in the next week will reflect those points. 
 
Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Are there any other comments or questions? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, I thank the Honourable Gentleman for his report.  Just on the Tourism front, is 
there any will or will you be actually targeting South America looking for tourists, perhaps in 
Uruguay in particular? 
 
The Honourable Michael Poole 
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Thank you, Mr Speaker. I can confirm that the draft strategy at the moment splits focus 
countries between core countries which is mainly key countries in Europe, England, US and 
some of the mainland Europe countries that we see a lot of people come in from at the 
moment, and then there are, I forget how it’s termed, but second tier countries effectively 
which include South America generally.  We recognise particularly, having had the feedback 
from the recent visit to the Prado expo as well, that there is a potential market there for us. 
It’s not something, other than in Chile where a bit of work has been done, that the Tourist 
Board has given a lot of time to in the past, but I think this new strategy will mean we will 
spend a lot more time and money and effort in that region.  Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
 
 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Any other questions or comments? 
 
No 
 
The Honourable Phyl Rendell for your portfolio report please.  
 
The Honourable Phyl Rendell MBE 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, it has been several months too since I reported 
on the activities of the Department of Natural Resources to this House, so lots have been 
going on, so I will touch on the key activities, but I am happy to take any questions Members 
may have on the work of the department.   
 
It’s a busy time for agriculture currently, with preparations for shearing and also preparations 
for the next meat export season, and in the Fisheries Department and the industry alike they 
are preparing for the 2016 season including two squid fisheries.  
 
Looking at agriculture first, wool classer trainer Des Humphries from Australia spent two 
weeks with the Department of Agriculture running a series of well attended wool classing 
workshops across both East and West Falkland.  The feedback from the workshops was very 
good, and the Department of Agriculture is using the impetus created to re-invigorate the 
QFW (Quality Falklands Wool) Programme to try and attract back people who may have left, 
and to attract new young farmers into this important scheme. 
 
The department has also managed to fill one vacancy: the agronomy post being filled by Mr 
Adam Dawes, so we welcome him and his family to the Falklands, but we are currently 
advertising for two agricultural advisor positions and an agricultural assistant. The 
agricultural assistant role is actually a good story because young Falkland Islander Erica 
Berntsen has been granted a place at Charles Sturt University in Australia to study for a 
Degree in Agricultural Science, and it is hoped that she will return to the Falklands and play 
an important role in agriculture in the future. 
 
Looking at the veterinary section, we are very pleased to see that they are actually fully 
staffed currently, and there is recruitment underway for additional staff needed for the FIMCo 
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export season, with an OVS recruited, but we do need a meat hygiene inspector, but I believe 
there is plenty of applications for that.   
 
The exchange between our biosecurity service and the New Zealand equivalent worked very 
well and was beneficial to all parties concerned. It was facilitated to a major extent by the 
New Zealand Ministry of Primary Industries who provided the training for our officer and 
also provided one of their officers to cover Falklands’ biosecurity whilst the training was 
undertaken.  Our Biosecurity Officer Ross James spent five weeks working in New Zealand 
undertaking all aspects of biosecurity operations.  While in New Zealand he spent some time 
with the policy division in Wellington, he briefly visited the South Island and spent the 
majority of his time at the airport and the port in Auckland.  Recommendations on how the 
biosecurity service in the Falklands could improve will be forthcoming from this visit.  
Meanwhile Henk van Zyl who was the New Zealand exchange officer has produced a wide 
ranging report on his experience here.  
 
New legislation relating to the safe production of meat has been completed and is ready to be 
brought into force.  This has been a significant project for the veterinary service and the 
Legal & Regulation Directorate.  Alongside this legislation, the veterinary section has also 
written a lengthy article for the next Wool Press which I believe comes out in early 
December, and also four explanatory leaflets explaining the relatively minor impact of this 
legislation on the production of meat for domestic consumption.  The Wool Press and 
explanatory leaflets will be distributed to all farmers, but also will be available for any 
member of the public who would like to know more on the subject.  This new legislation will 
help, we hope, to progress access to new markets, particularly for our lamb and mutton, but it 
is in no way designed to stop farm kill.   
 
Also on the topic of legislation, the Veterinary Service and Legal & Regulation Directorate 
have been working on fish farming legislation to provide an appropriate regulatory 
framework and to facilitate exports.  The legislation was approved at Executive Council 
yesterday and will be published in the Gazette shortly and then will be brought to this 
Assembly for adoption.   

 
Veterinarian and sheep parasite specialist, Susan Campbell, returned to the Falklands for a 
personal visit, but gave some of her time to present three seminars.  One each to farmers on 
the East and West and one to horse owners in Stanley.  This is a timely discussion, I 
understand, because it appears that we have evidence of sheep parasites becoming resistant to 
a commonly used drench.  This is an issue that occurs in other farming systems, particularly 
in Australia where they have found resistance to drench is quite a problem, so you have to be 
one step ahead of the game. 
 
Turning now to the Fisheries Department, a team of fishery scientists has recently undertaken 
a two week survey of fish eggs, larvae and juvenile toothfish on the Castelo.  The objective 
was to gain better understanding of the migration and early life stages of toothfish and other 
species.  The results are now being analysed, but the survey was hampered by high winds for 
the initial period. 

 
The second Falkland Calamari (or Loligo) season closed three weeks early on 8th September 
for conservation reasons.  Overall it has been a relatively low year for this squid species.  The 



The Record of the meeting of Legislative Assembly 
held on Thursday 26 November 2015 

32 
 

poor second season had been anticipated though because of the influx of Illex into the ‘Loligo 
box’ earlier in the year. 

 
Captain Chris Locke superseded Captain Malcolm Jamison at the beginning of November in 
the capacity as Marine Officer and Harbour Master. We welcome him to the department, and 
I would also like to take this opportunity to thank Malcolm for all the work that he did for the 
Department.  Chris had early exposure to the Major Incident Plan with the fire on-board the 
cruise ship last week. 

 
The activation of the plan following an engine room fire on-board the French cruise vessel 
LE BOREAL off Cape Dolphin resulting in abandonment of the vessel. This was a very 
successful rescue mission involving BFSAI, Oil industry resources, land owners in the 
vicinity, the private sector and, of course, the Falkland Islands Government.  I would like to 
thank all involved in that rescue. 

 
Colleagues will no doubt wish to comment on this incident later in the meeting.   It involved 
a very large number of the community who provided generous hospitality to the passengers, 
but I will leave the matter there and let Honourable Members comment further as they wish. 

 
In October, a report was presented to Executive Council conveying the summary results from 
the major UTM survey on FIPASS.  The outcome of previous surveys have often been 
indeterminate with regard to predictions of longevity of FIPASS, or couched in terms of good 
for at least another five or ten years.  This survey indicates that the anticipated life of some 
barges is rather more finite now, with a five and an eight year anticipation for the Northwest 
and Ro-Ro barges respectively.  

 
Phase 1 of FIPASS repairs and remedial work have been taking place with work on the Ro-
Ro barge, the causeway and replacement of some link spans amongst the works, and many of 
us went and visited FIPASS and saw the work being undertaken, and I think we were quite 
impressed with the quality of that work.  Phase 2 works are being considered in conjunction 
with options responding to the findings of the UTM survey.  A full report is due to be 
submitted by March 2016. 

 
Work has also been continuing with the Maritime Harbour Bill, and it’s hopeful that this can 
move forward and be brought to completion in early 2016. 

 
As preparations for the next Illex season are underway there has been lengthy engagement 
with fishing companies and their representative associations in Taiwan and Korea, on 
improving standards.  This has included addressing vessel standards and equipment, and crew 
welfare and care.  At Executive Council yesterday it was agreed that a number of provisions 
relating to these issues will be incorporated into licence conditions making them more robust 
and more straightforward to enforce.  
 
The Port Welfare Committee is now firmly in place and will be publicising its work in the 
media in the near future so that people are aware of who to contact with concerns and with 
offers of support when needed.    

 
Mr Speaker, this concludes my report. 
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Mr Speaker 
 
Does any Member wish to comment or raise a question? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, I would like to thank the Honourable Lady for her full report.  I will take this in 
two pieces, if I may please. I would just like to make a comment on the agricultural side of 
your report.   
 
Just to ask if you could pass on to the department my thanks and appreciation for them setting 
up a facebook page, and especially them posting photographs and information from the 
biosecurity people just showing the amount of types of beasties that they have found within 
the Islands.  That’s actually heightening public awareness and I see people actually coming 
forward with various bits and bobs they have found, including I think a bat from out in the 
Camp, so I would like to thank them for doing that.  It’s actually, as I say, heightening the 
awareness of everybody of just what is trying to get in, perhaps what is already here, at times. 
 
The Honourable Phyl Rendell MBE 
 
Mr Speaker, I will just respond to the Honourable Gavin Short.  I really appreciate your 
comments, and I think there was a rather nasty spider, a very venomous spider, was shown on 
facebook, and it just shows what we are up against in controlling invasive species, and do 
think this is important work, so I thank my Honourable Colleague for his comments and I 
will pass that onto the department. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Thank you very much Mr Speaker, moving onto fisheries, if I may please.  Obviously, I know 
what’s been happening with the Executive Council papers and the attempts to heighten 
welfare for people in the fishing sector.  Can the Honourable Lady say whether the wording 
that is used in what we are trying to convey to the fishing companies makes it clear that 
lifesaving equipment must be available and ready to use and out in the open, as opposed to 
the present system, that I have seen myself on some vessels, where its actually taken out for 
inspection then locked up again.   
 
The Honourable Phyl Rendell MBE 
 
Mr Speaker, in response to my Honourable Colleague I thoroughly agree with his point and it 
would seem absolutely incredible to all of us around this table that equipment might be on a 
vessel and seen to be available in an inspection, but then locked away and not available for 
use in an emergency, it does seem quite incredible.  I will pass on your comments to the 
Fisheries Department and to the inspectors, but I think they are very well aware of this issue, 
and it has been heightened this year, so we will make every effort to get the point across that 
the equipment must be kept available at all times for crew members on those vessels. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Any other questions or comments? 
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The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I just wanted to thank the Honourable Lady for her reply, and also just so I don’t seem to be 
mean spirited, just to thank her and department and everybody involved in what they are 
doing to try and better or bring up welfare of people who fish in our waters. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Any other comment? 
 
Deputy Clerk of the Assembly 
  
Motion for Adjournment. 
 
The Honourable Chief Executive  
 
Mr Speaker, I beg to move that this House stands adjourned sine die. 
 
The Honourable Mike Summers OBE 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I have just two issues to address.  First and most obvious 
is the incident last week with the Le Boreal.  I was part of the silver command structure that 
was put in place to deal with that incident, and witnessed first-hand the way it was conducted.  
I am aware of the successes and of the short falls during that process.  I have to say though 
that overall it could be classified as an incident that was dealt with very effectively and very 
efficiently by all parties, by the MOD search & rescue in the first instance, by the emergency 
services in support in the very early hours, by silver command staffed by a significant number 
of people, and I had at one point thought of naming one or two, but inevitably I would leave 
out some who had played a very important part, so for everybody in silver command who 
conducted that operation and for the Ministry of Defence’s SAR activity, we thank them all 
very much. 
 
The silver command was supported by a huge number of people mainly from the 
Government, several people from the Treasury and other departments, one or two directors 
came and assisted, and of course, the public relations function from Gilbert House also 
performed an excellent service keeping the general population informed of what was going 
on. 
 
That was a key issue because in what is then a real incident it is important that we don’t get 
huge amounts of speculation and wrong views, particularly in social media, so 
congratulations to all of them. 
 
The commercial services and the agencies who had to cope with how to deal with a large 
influx of passengers with no clothes, some clothes but no spare clothes, who had lost a lot of 
their stuff including in some cases their teeth and their glasses and the like, it really brings it 
home to you actually how difficult sometimes these things can be.  They performed 
admirably and, of course, all the households in the Falklands who responded as we expected 
they would, and as we knew they would, to house and care for those people physically and 
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emotionally during the two or three days that it took for the company to arrange their 
transport back home.  I think in all everybody did a splendid job, and we should all 
congratulate each other, I think, that it all turned out extremely well.   
 
We have had a review of how the thing went, and there will be a further review when we go 
to Mount Pleasant, at the interface between the search & rescue activity and the operation and 
welfare activity that took place afterwards.  There are some lessons to be learnt there, I think, 
both in that interface and particularly here in the interface between silver command and the 
operation and welfare activity that’s conducted partly by us, partly by the company and partly 
by the agency.  It’s not to be critical of anybody at all in any of these instances, but it is to be 
clear for the future where those boundaries lay and how we manage them. 
 
Overall, it was a very, very successfully conducted incident, and we all, I think, thank 
everybody for all the contributions they made, however big or small. 
 
The only other issue I had intended to touch on today was the progress in elderly care 
services and my colleague has spoken at some length about the achievements of my 
directorate already in moving forward care for the elderly.  Just to mention that the designs 
that we have looked at so far also include facilities for younger people, and some of the 
people that he was talking about as requiring assistance would be catered for in the full scale 
project that was put and that is now under further review. 
 
I am delighted that yesterday at Standing Finance Committee we agreed the funding for the 
project manager to complete the work that is necessary to put before Members to make final 
decisions on the shape, size and scope of that project and for the funding to recruit four health 
care workers to begin the project in the community, because this is not just a project about 
building a facility, it’s a project about caring for the elderly in the community supported by 
the new facility.  Though we will be able to start this enhanced care for the elderly in the 
community catering for them in their own homes and making sure that they are comfortable 
at home and properly looked after.  We are aware of some shortcomings in that area at the 
present time and hope that this at least will go some way to enhancing the services until the 
full project is in place. 
 
Mr Speaker, I support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Jan Cheek 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I would like to begin by placing on record our 
appreciation of the firm and unambiguous statements made recently in the House of 
Commons on our right to self-determination and on the continuing defence of the Islands, and 
consequently to the Commodore and to his people who provide that defence. 
 
It will be interesting to see what develops in coming months after the change of Government 
in Argentina.  As always, I think we stand ready to conduct a good neighbourly relationship 
with all our South American neighbours, if they reciprocate that sentiment. 
 
Following on from what has already been said about the Le Boreal incident, there will 
undoubtedly be lessons learned, and as the Honourable Mike Summers said, that is no 
criticism implied, intended or to be inferred of the activities that were undertaken at short 
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notice by so many willing volunteers.  There were issues with communication, but I am sure 
we have learned on those.  There were issues with the emergency accommodation list, but I 
am sure in future that will be kept more thoroughly up to date. 
 
Other cruise companies are looking hard at their procedures.  I spent some time yesterday 
with one of the expedition people from the cruise ship that was in the harbour, and they are 
looking to see what they can do to improve their emergency planning in the light of the recent 
incident, and one of the things to do is reinforce that the lifeboat drills are not just something 
to go through the motions, but that in addition to your life jacket you should have your warm 
clothes ready to grab at short notice, and they were able to talk to their passengers about what 
happened on Le Boreal in order to stress the importance of that kind of planning. 
 
So many people in the Falklands did so much, and I think we partly do it in the spirit that 
when we travel we also meet with kindness and help when we need it, and when fellow 
human beings have been through a seven hour ordeal in a lifeboat, you really want to do all 
you can to help. 
 
And I wanted to mention a few who I heard from some of the people who came off the ship 
were particularly welcome faces to see.  The North Camp people who rushed to the scene, the 
Fire Brigade, the Defence Force who turned out early in the day, the Bristow’s people who 
were also involved in the search and rescue and whose winching exercises in the harbour 
have actually caused a complaint from someone in the past, not from the young who find it 
very exciting and not from the young at heart like me who find equally exciting, but it was 
wonderful to hear that they were able to put that practice into very good use lifting 25 people 
from one of the rafts.  Obviously the Force’s role in all this has also been very, very well 
publicised, and it’s great that we can work together on that. 
 
But because they could possibly be overlooked, I would like to mention in particular the 
volunteer interpreters who turned out and were so helpful to the stranded passengers. To hear 
someone speak your language when you are in that situation must be immensely reassuring, 
and I know at least one of them gave her phone number to some of the Chinese passengers 
and was taking calls as late as ten and half past at night ensuring their experience of the 
Islands was as good as it could be.  On behalf of my six Chinese unexpected guests, thank 
you Mrs Horsewood. 
 
I support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Ian Hansen 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, in rising to support the Motion I have a few brief things 
to touch upon. 
 
The Honourable Jan Cheek mentioned the general election in Argentina, it’s been a year of 
elections with the UK general election, there has also been several elections in the Caribbean 
and the only common thread that came through them all I have noticed is that the polls have 
got it quite spectacularly wrong in a lot of cases, in most cases, in fact, including those in the 
Caribbean. 
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I would certainly like to associate myself with the remarks by both the Honourable Mike 
Summers and the Honourable Jan Cheek concerning the recent events.  I think we should be 
very proud of all involved right through from the Emergency Services to all the Departments, 
and of course, the community itself.   
 
On a much, much smaller scale of disaster, I would also like to thank those involved in 
assisting with the fire that broke out on West Falklands a couple of weeks ago.  800 acres 
were burnt, but it could have been much more if it hadn’t been for the reaction of, in 
particular the gentlemen from Chartres and Teal River and, of course, our own Fire Service 
who did a lot of work, I thank them very much. 
 
I would like to take the opportunity to welcome our temporary Head of Courts, Louise 
Reinders, to the Islands, she arrived I think last week.  I haven’t had the opportunity to meet 
with her yet, but I am doing that this afternoon. 
 
And finally Mr Speaker, I would just like to say I am looking forward to our visit to the 
Mount Pleasant Complex next week, and I would like to thank the Commander of British 
Forces for the invitation. 
 
I support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Dr Barry Elsby 
 
Mr Speaker, I normally try to keep my comments extremely brief at this time, but I have a 
few things to say, and I would like first to associate myself with all the comments made about 
the successful rescue of the people in this recent disaster, and I think everything has been said 
that needs to be said there, and I think people should be well proud of our Islanders. 
 
However, people I think, perhaps certainly in Europe, are very troubled by the way the 
violence that has seemed to sweep around Europe at the moment, and we remember the 
Russian plane that was bombed with a terrorist bomb on its way back from Sharm El Sheikh 
to St Petersburg in Russia with a loss of about 240 lives just some weeks ago, and of course 
we have all watched in horror at the events that unfolded in Paris with the death or wounding 
of hundreds of people, and the virtual closure of Brussels because of the risk of something 
similar happening there.  Also we have watched in Mali where gunmen have entered hotels 
and shot up people, killed dozens, and again very recently, bombs in Tunisia, again killing 
many people. 
 
But of course, we will think that this terrorism is new, but of course it isn’t new, terrorism has 
been around for hundreds of years and, in fact, the word terrorism probably comes from la 
Terreur.  My Spanish isn’t very good, my French is even worse, but the terror that happened 
after the French Revolution in 1793 when about 40,000 opponents were murdered in that one 
year mainly by being guillotined and having their heads chopped off.  So terrorism is a thing 
we have lived with for many years, and I think people around this table particularly our older 
ones and myself included, will remember and can list off a whole heap of terrorist 
organisations, and I talk about the Ergun who were fighting the British for a Jewish home 
state.  We talk about the PLO, the Black September organisation, Hamas, the Tamil Tigers, 
the Chechens, our own IRA (if we want to call them our own, but certainly the IRA), and the 
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UDF that caused almost civil war in Northern Ireland, the Taliban, al-Qaeda and now ISIS 
and ISIL.   
 
It is troubling though, in March of last year Russia invaded or annexed, call it what you will, 
the whole of the Crimea, and following that Russian, supposedly Russian, sponsored 
terrorism took place, and it continues to take place, on the Eastern borders of the Ukraine 
trying to destabilise the Ukraine Government, and during that a Malaysia airliner was shot 
down by a missile, again with a loss of many hundreds of lives.  And again, we see that same 
Russian Government though now being almost a defacto member of the group bombing 
within Syria and trying to destroy ISIS, ISIL and other terror groups, but again it’s 
concerning because two days ago we saw one of those Russian bombers shot down by a 
Turkish plane, raising yet again the tensions in an otherwise extremely volatile situation.   
 
Before we opened our Legislative Assembly today, Mr Speaker, the Prime Minister in the 
UK was addressing Parliament to try to make the case that Britain should enter that bombing 
campaign in Syria.  It’s a difficult thing to do, but it seems likely that the Government in the 
UK and the Members of Parliament will actually agree that Britain should enter the bombing 
campaign against ISIS and ISL, but I think we should do it very, very carefully and I hope 
that if it does happen, and that the British Forces are sent to bomb there, that an equal effort 
and an equal number of resources will be invested in trying to find a political solution, so that 
the millions of refugees who we see streaming into Europe or are in camps on the borders of 
Turkey, Lebanon, and Jordan will be able one day to go home to their home countries and 
rebuild them because that’s where the future lies. 
 
Mr Speaker, I support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Phyl Rendell MBE 
 
Mr Speaker, in rising to support the Motion I will be very brief as I did my report this 
morning earlier. 
 
I too, would like to associate myself with the words from the Honourable Jan Cheek and 
Honourable Mike Summers regarding the Le Boreal.  It was a real wakeup call last week for 
all of us, and it did exercise a lot of people’s time, and just so thankful that everybody, all 
passengers and all crew were safely brought ashore, and it was just remarkable how the 
community really looked after them over the three nights that they were ashore. 
 
Its mid-way though our four year term, and I feel quite optimistic, I think quite a lot has been 
achieved and is going to be achieved.  I think it’s amazing really how a very overstretched 
civil service who is a typical example of last week where their routine work was completely 
thrown out and they had to address a major incident, but then they got back on track again.  
 
I am really encouraged as to where we stand two years on, and I am really hopeful that in the 
last two years of this Assembly we will achieve a great many things that we set out to do.  I 
would like today just to thank all of those in the Civil Service that are striving so hard to 
achieve those objectives in our Islands Plan, and the things that we want to see done in the 
next two years. 
 
Mr Speaker, I support the Motion.           
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The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, in rising to support the Motion for the adjournment I 
would like to mention a few items if I may please. Obviously first of all I would like to fully 
associate myself with the proceeding remarks regarding everything that was done at the time 
of the recent incident with the tour vessel.  To everyone involved in small ways, in big ways, 
in any way, all I can say is: “you guys were cool, well done”. 
 
We are moving closer to regularising speed limits within and without Stanley and I think the 
overarching regulations will be gazetted towards the end of this month, if I remember 
correctly.  
 
Whilst I am in general agreement with nearly everything they will contain, if they remain in 
their present format, I do still have great misgivings about the intent to make the piece of road 
from the Earth Station to the triangle where it meets the Bypass/MPA road a 25mph speed 
limit zone.  
 
I know that most drivers are law abiding folk, possibly with the exception of those who travel 
the Mount Pleasant Road by the turnoff to Mount Kent, where madness seems to break out , 
however most of us will and readily/happily are capable of complying with the laws, but for 
people to be able to comply with them they must be capable of being respected by a 
reasonable person being able to see the common sense that lays behind them, and in this case 
I do have a real fear that there are some people who may not see the common sense behind 
them,  and in this case I do have a real fear that there are some people who may not see the 
common sense behind that particular regulation.  Now, if the road was passing through a 
built-up area then I could understand it, but it isn’t.  If visibility in that area were an issue 
then I could understand, but it isn’t. There is a joining road to a housing estate, but the 
existing Bypass road has many roads entering onto it and that is 40mph. 
 
If, in the future there is a school in that area then I could certainly could see the sense in 
restricting the speed, however I have the feeling that a school, as much as most of us would 
like to see one, is going to be a few years down the line yet. 
 
If everything continues as is, I believe there will also be regulations covering John Street 
parking which I am also uncomfortable with.  For many years now the people who live 
between the road into the radio station and Pencil Lane had defacto preferential parking rights 
there, and indeed emails that I have exchanged with one Government Department until very, 
very recently, lead me to believe that was still going to be the case.  I am now given to 
believe that these families will lose their preferential parking, and it’s going to be a free for 
all.  I am rather cross that I feel that I have been probably inadvertently misled about this, but 
it has lead me to pass on what is clearly false information to those families who are going to 
be affected, and I am rather cross about that. 
 
As part of the traffic measures in Central Stanley which, as I say, still have to be gazetted, 
and a public information campaign mounted, the Public Works Department have started 
putting in a footpath that will run down the back of the Tabernacle so as to allow safer access 
for pedestrians as they transit through what is known as the Malvina car park. 
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I am also happy to report, as I think I did mention in the last Assembly, that “Lidda's Lift” is 
now doing what lifts should do.  I believe that we may have to write in some dos and don’ts 
covering its use, but these are all (one hopes) easily and sensibly done, and the main thing is 
that at last, after many years and one lost lift, we finally have not just a lift up to the top floor, 
but also one that will allow wheelchair users to transit from the crush hall into the main hall 
itself.  Let us hope that this addition to the facilities at the Town Hall are respected and not in 
any way vandalised or mistreated.  I would like to publicly thank the contractors for their 
work in installing not just the lift, but also the other changes that have been made within the 
fabric of the building here as results of the installation of said lifts.  Thanks must also go to 
the Courts and Registry Departments for being so cooperative and good humoured, and 
putting up with the disruption etc. whilst the works were being undertaken. 
 
I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate Mr Macri on his win in the Argentine 
election.  Before making any further comments about the prospective Government in 
Argentina or the future Government, I really should pay tribute to the outgoing government 
for the wonderful and free PR that they have given the Falklands over the years with their 
inept attempts to lie, cheat, and if they had their way, steal our Islands.  They are going to be 
a hard act to follow in that respect. 
 
Returning to the next Argentine Government, I think we all hope that under his leadership we 
may see a saner approach to life in the Southern Cone in general, and relations between our 
two countries in particular. 
  
At the risk though of sounding like an old sourpuss, I would like to point out to my 
Colleagues here, and everyone in the Falklands, that unless and until whatever Argentine 
Government has the backbone to admit to their people that they have been lying to them for  
many, many years regarding their supposed claim over the Falklands, even if an Argentine 
Government which could be the most reasonable in the world and approaches us with a 
bouquet of roses in one hand, their intention will remain the same, and that is to take our 
country away from us, so let’s not get too starry eyed. 
 
Whatever the future may be though, I certainly do not envy Mr Macri or his team their job 
ahead as there are already cries of “there’s no money left in the bank”, and also that they 
can’t rely on the present statistics to give them a clear idea of just what state the country is in.  
They do truly have an awful mess to try and clear up, but it is to be hoped for the sake of  
decent, hardworking Argentines, and they do exist, that they manage to start putting things on 
an even keel during the tenure of the government. 
 
I support the Motion. 
 
The Honourable Chief Executive  
 
Mr Speaker, as Honourable Members will be aware, I don’t speak very often in this Chamber, 
particularly now that elected members propose the legislation for their own respective 
portfolio areas.  That’s because we generally regard the Assembly as a place for political 
comment and debate, rather than a platform for officials. 
 
The elected members of this Assembly have already referred to the events of last week, 
however, I can’t let this opportunity pass without adding my thanks for the tremendous effort 
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put in by so many people to help the passengers and crew of the cruise ship Le Boreal, which 
found itself in distress. 
 
I was first made aware of the incident when I received a phone call from Stanley Police 
Station at about 03:30 on Wednesday morning.  My first thought was “which idiot thought it 
would be a good idea to practice our Major Incident Plan at this time in the morning?”  
However, I quickly realised that this wasn’t an exercise and that we needed to move quickly 
to put our emergency plan into operation. 
 
I won’t bore the House with any of the practical details I was involved in at silver over that 
period, but I will say that I never cease to be amazed at how well people pull together in 
times of crisis.  Everyone we phoned that morning responded immediately.  No matter what 
was asked, whether it related to their ‘day job’ or not, everyone was willing to do anything 
they could to help.  In our small community there will be challenges at times such as this; do 
we have the necessary skills; do we have sufficient infrastructure, manpower and equipment 
to do what is needed?  I’m happy to say that between, ourselves in FIG, Sulivan Shipping as 
agents, the military of course, the oil industry, the cruise ship company and the many local 
companies, organisations and individuals, a very positive outcome was achieved!  A fire on a 
cruise ship, with passengers in lifeboats, would be a challenge anywhere in the world, let 
alone in the South Atlantic.  We can all be justly proud that we rose to that challenge. 
 
Therefore, in my official and personal capacity, I would like to thank everyone involved last 
week.  Many people went the extra mile to be useful and helpful and I am particularly proud 
of my staff within FIG for being a large part of that effort.  The experience may not have 
been pleasant for the passengers and crew during the incident, but it could have been far 
worse without your help, so thank you once again. 
 
Mr Speaker, I support the motion. 
 
Commander British Forces  
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I too should and would clearly wish to add my praise to 
all those who were involved last week.  I clearly have pride in my own services, men and 
woman at Mount Pleasant, who clearly acted from the outset in the initial search and rescue, 
but in that the conversations I was having with the people in North Camp and indeed with 
silver command throughout set the scene for what was a phenomenal joint effort, and those 
who have heard my interview on BFBS will have, I hope, have heard that message come 
across.  It was quite phenomenal and I was struck by the professionalism, dedication, 
resilience and compassion shown at every level. 
 
The Governor and I had the pleasure of meeting the passengers and crew as they were in the 
air terminal on Sunday as they prepared to leave on the two charter flights out from the 
Islands.  I can only report that there was universal thanks for the humility, humanity and 
warmth that was shown from everybody on these Islands.  It was a lasting impression. 
 
As I speak, the ship is now upright at the Mare Harbour Naval Port and preparations are in 
place to remove it from the Islands as early as this weekend, I hope, but we have to confirm 
that.   
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I should also note that, as I speak to you, I have another SAR operation ongoing involving 
maritime and air assets some 300 miles to the East of these Islands.  It never ends, but I 
expect exactly the same actions and responses we saw last Wednesday. 
 
And finally on a totally happy note, I should point out and invite everybody across the Islands 
to the Mount Pleasant Complex Open Day on Saturday 12th December, it’s between 10:00 
and 13:00, ten ‘o’ clock in the morning and one in the afternoon, based at what’s commonly 
known as Timmy’s Hanger.  If you want to come and see some of our people, many of our 
people and many of our kit, there will be some Christmas stalls, no doubt, as well. The 
invitation is open to all. 
 
Thank you, Mr Speaker.  
  
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, I do understand that Lidda’s Lift has in fact been turned on this 
morning, so on your way out if you would like to go and try this new addition to our facilities 
here, you will be very welcome. 
 
Honourable Members, the House stands adjourned accordingly. 
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