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Record of the Meeting of the Legislative Assembly 
Thursday 04th August 2022 

 
 
Prayers 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, I bid you good morning, and my usual reminder please about mobile 
phones or other electronic instruments be turned to silent. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Confirmation of the Budget Record of the Legislative Assembly held on the 27th of May 2022. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, I have here before me a record of the last meeting of this Assembly, is it 
your wish that I sign this as a true record? Thank you. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Papers to be Laid on the Table by the Honourable Chief Executive. Copies of Subsidiary 
Legislation published in the Falkland Islands Gazette since the last sitting of the Legislative 
Assembly and Laid on the Table pursuant to Section 35 (1) of the Interpretations and General 
Clauses Ordinance 1977. 
 
Coins (Commemorative – Platinum Jubilee) Regulations Order 2022 
 
Education (Governance and Accountability) (Functions of College Advisory Committee) 
Regulations 2022 
 
Customs Resolution 2022 
 
In accordance with Section 80 (2) of the Constitution the update from the Public Accounts 
Committee in respect of internal audit reports: 
 

• 11/21 Covid 19 Employment Support Scheme – Satisfactory Implementation 
• Follow Up Report 19/22 Falkland College Compliance with Financial Controls – Full 

Implementation 
• 5/22 IT Security – Software Patching – Satisfactory Implementation 
• 13/22 Retirement Pensions – Satisfactory Implementation 
• 14/22 Employee Appraisals – Satisfactory Implementation 

 
The Honourable Chief Executive 
 
Mr Speaker, I hereby lay the aforementioned Papers on the table. 
 
Mr Speaker 
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Thank you, the Honourable Roger Spink, please. 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Mr Speaker, under Standing Order Section 41 (3) I move that the Coins (Commemorative – 
Platinum Jubilee) Regulations Order 2022 and Customs Resolution 2022 be noted. 
 
By way of explanation for the Coins (Commemorative – Platinum Jubilee) Order Section 6(1) 
of the Currency Ordinance 1987 gives the Commissioners of Currency (appointed under 
Section 5(1) of the Ordinance) the sole right to issue currency notes and coins, and Section 6(3) 
of the Ordinance provides that only notes and coins issued by the Commissioners are legal 
tender. Under Section 6(5)(a) of the Ordinance the Commissioners must arrange for the 
minting of coins in the denominations, weight, form, design and metal composition as are 
prescribed. Section 9 also specifies requirements relating to amounts of notes and coins having 
legal tender. 
 
Section 22(a) of the Ordinance gives the Governor the power to make Regulations by order to 
prescribe anything that is required to be prescribed by the Ordinance. 
 
This Order prescribes the denomination, weight, form, design and metal composition of 
commemorative coins for the purposes of Section 6(5)(a) of the Ordinance. 
 
And as regards the Customs Resolution, this Resolution is made by Legislative Assembly to 
proscribe the duties payable under Part 10 of the Customs Ordinance 2003, in positions of duty 
and relief and exemption from duty on the importation of alcoholic beverages and tobacco and 
tobacco products into the Falkland Islands. 
 
With effect from the day after the Resolution is made the duty payable is increased as follows – 
On cigars from £420.05 to £441.05 per kilo; 
On cigarettes from £452.46 to £475.08 per kilo; 
On tobacco from £289.35 to £318.29 per kilo; 
On spirits from £14.24 to £14.67 per litre; 
On beer (including cider, perry etc) from 38p to 39p per litre; 
On wines (both still and sparkling) from 94p to 97p per litre; 
On spirituous beverages from £7.64 to £7.87 per litre; and 
On fortified wines from £1.12 to £1.15 per litre. 
A duty of £1.15 per litre will also for the first time be imposed on the importation of other 
strong liquor. “Other strong liquor” is an alcoholic beverage that is not spirits, beer, wine, 
spirituous beverages or fortified wine within the meaning of the Ordinance i.e. it contains more 
than 12% alcohol by volume but less than 22% alcohol by volume. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Could I have a seconder, please? 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Mr Speaker, I second the motion. 
 
Mr Speaker 
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The Honourable Mark Pollard to second. Honourable Members, the motion is that the Coins 
(Commemorative – Platinum Jubilee) Regulations Order 2022 and the Customs Resolution 
2022 are noted. 
 
Does any Honourable Member wish to speak to that motion? No. Is there any objection to 
passing that motion? There is no objection. That order and the resolution are noted. 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Mr Speaker, under Standing Order Section 41 (3) I move that the Education (Governance and 
Accountability) (Functions of College Advisory Committee) Regulations 2022 be noted. 
 
These Regulations are made under Section 32 of the Education (Governance and 
Accountability) Ordinance 2022, after consultation with the Board of Education and the 
Director of Education. They amend Schedule 3 of the Ordinance to add strategic oversight of 
the national library service to the functions of the College Advisory Committee and provide for 
the appointment of a person representing library service users to the Committee.  
 
The College Advisory Committee is a committee of the Board of Education, whose primary 
function is strategic oversight of Falklands College. The Regulations come into force on 
publication in the Gazette. The Regulations reflect the fact that the Director of Education has 
designated a college leader, namely the College Development Manager, to be responsible for 
the national library service.  
 
Regulation 3(2) adds the duty to advise the College Development Manager to the list of 
functions of the Committee. 
 
The duty must be exercised with a view to ensuring that —  

• management of the national library service is of a high standard and the service meets 
the needs of users;  

• the College Development Manager engages with users in a consistent and effective 
manner; and  

• resources available for the library are used efficiently and effectively to support the 
purposes for which the library service was established. Those purposes are set out in 
Section 16 of the Ordinance.  

To enable these new functions to be discharged, Regulation 3(3) enables a representative of 
library users to be appointed to the committee. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you, can I have a seconder, please? 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Mr Speaker, I second the motion. 
 
Mr Speaker 
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The Honourable Mark Pollard to second. Honourable Members, the motion is that the 
Education (Governance and Accountability) (Functions of College Advisory Committee) 
Regulations 2022 are noted. 
 
Does any Honourable Member wish to speak to that motion? No. Is there any objection to 
passing that motion? There is no objection. The regulations are noted. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Mr Speaker, under Standing Order Section 41(3) I move that the Public Accounts Committee 
Reports in respect of internal audit reports as listed by the Clerk be noted. 
 
The Public Accounts Committee met throughout June and July and considered the internal 
audits as listed by the Clerk, all were considered acceptable, acknowledging the 
recommendations of internal audit. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you, can I have a seconder, please? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, I wish to second the motion. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short to second. Honourable Members, the motion is that the Public 
Accounts Committee Reports in respect of internal audit reports as listed earlier by the Clerk 
are noted. 
 
Does any Honourable Member wish to speak to that motion? No. Is there any objection to 
passing that motion? There is no objection. Those reports as listed are noted. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Questions for oral response. 
 
Question Number 28 of 2022 by the Honourable Roger Spink.  
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Can the Honourable Teslyn Barkman advise the final projected outcome for the 2021/22 
financial year for the Falkland Islands Meat Company compared to the subsidy payment? 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
I thank my Honourable Colleague for the question. The answer to this question was compiled 
very close to the end of the financial year, which means that not all of the information required 
for June has yet been received. 
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The budget for 2021/22 was based on a broadly break-even situation after the subvention, 
however the projected results of the Falkland Islands Meat Company for the year ending the 
30th of June 2022, excluding one container of product, which is still waiting shipment, indicate 
a net profit for the year of around £600,000. This includes a subvention of £500,000, thus the 
true profit for the year is in the order of £100,000. 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I’d like to congratulate FIMCo on that projected result, we 
all look forward to having the audited figures and I’d also like to ask, from that point of view, 
we’ve been waiting for well over a year now, there has been a lack of progress on the long-
term plan for FIMCo that we had requested and I think that is essential for the future of the 
plant. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, and I thank my Honourable Colleague for his question and for 
highlighting the hard work of FIMCo team throughout the year. While I certainly agree the 
long-term plan is a priority and it has been highlighted with the team, I’d also like to draw out 
some highlights from this year, which includes over 1.2 million paid to farmers for livestock, 
26 containers of lamb, mutton and 2 containers of mixed beef cuts exported and over £250,000 
paid to FIG in income tax from salaries paid to local and seasonal overseas staff. 
 
So yes, it is a good year for FIMCo despite the many challenges, but that long-term work is 
very much on the radar. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, and I’d like to thank my Honourable Colleague for her answers as 
well. Just on the improvement plan, I know my Honourable Colleague pushed for the plan to 
come to ExCo with clear targets and monitoring, I just ask if that is still the plan, to bring this 
plan to ExCo with clear targets and monitoring soon. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
I’m happy to take that away to double check, but certainly that would still be the intention, to 
have it noted by ExCo, there is obviously a substantial amount of public money that is vired 
every year to support the Meat Company, and it has got a very special place in our food 
resilience, it is an important economic arm for our Camp community and also to keep stock on 
the shelves in a really positive way here in the Falklands. 
 
So, yes, certainly I will take that away and get a more comprehensive answer for my 
Honourable Colleague. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, could I just ask my Honourable Colleague whether last 
season, did we forward sell product, and did we actually meet that commitment, and if not, 
have we incurred any sort of penalties for not meeting it? 
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The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Thank you, I thank my Honourable Colleague for his question and also for his use of the word 
meet, I think it’s a great pun to have first thing on a Thursday morning. I haven’t got those 
figures in front of me, I’m quite happy to go away and bring that back or add it to the list to be 
reported back to the House. 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I think the purpose of my question about a long-term plan 
is that the producers in the Islands, need to have some certainty as to what they’re going to be 
required to produce to supply the Abattoir in the future and I think it’s very clear to me that 
living hand to mouth, year on year, is not the way forwards for this business. There needs to be 
a joined up approach and I think it is essential that we put a bit of impetus into getting this long 
term plan put in place so that people know what type and number of animals they need to breed 
each year to supply the Abattoir, and that’s the purpose of this, and that’s why there is a 
pressing need to have a long term plan for this business. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Yes, I can certainly say that that is being worked on, and as we’ve found with the beef market 
in particular, which has suffered a number of significant lows, the re-introduction of contracts 
to help give some shape and expectations to what will be needed for the forthcoming season 
was something that was trialled this year and I think those are the kind of positive steps that are 
being worked on, and that the team recognise this need to increase communication with 
farmers, but also not just project for the next year when you’re talking about getting stock 
ready for the Abattoir, you need to be projecting a number of years in advance so you know 
when to join and how many to keep on your farm. 
 
There are a number of different elements that feed into this and actually the Agriculture 
Departments’ work on the water table is another crucial element, because we also need to be 
sure that the expectations aren’t too bold for what the land itself can carry, and we need to 
make sure that this is all joined up correctly. 
 
So a long-term vision for the Agriculture Economy in general is essential and I’m sure we’ll 
get onto that later when we’re discussing the Rural Bill and Economic planning, but certainly 
in the case of FIMCo it is a recognised commitment that they are working towards. 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
I’d just like to make the point that it’s been almost over a year that we’ve been waiting for a 
long-term plan and quite honestly, it needs to be put in place now. It’s a moving document, 
things will change over the years and the markets change over the years, but a plan needs to be 
put in place as a matter of urgency. 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, yes I’d just add to some of the comments that have already been made, 
I think we all have a lot of concern about the long-term future of FIMCo, we seem to have been 
talking about this in one shape or form for far longer than a year, actually. It is critical to our 
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Camp economy, and I think one of the issues that we were trying to draw out when we 
discussed this about a year ago was all the broader benefits to suppliers, to haulers, and trying 
to have that quantified. 
 
So I am glad to hear that there’s work happening on the long-term plan, my question is, what 
I’m still not clear is, is this being produced solely in-house at FIMCo, or is there a stakeholder 
group, just how is all of that being drawn together and formulated? 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I thank my Honourable Colleague for her question, because 
actually it is a very good question, it highlights a lot of essential points that we’ve all been 
milling over to try to get some long-term direction to FIMCo and its business, and even just 
this week, on the back of Farmers Week, we had some feedback from some of the suppliers to 
FIMCo, highlighting the need for long-term vision for subsidy security to be considered by this 
Assembly. 
 
So that’s certainly something I hope that the next Budget round, when we’ve got a little bit of 
meat on the bones of a long-term plan, or a medium-term plan, that we can then work to that 
vision and give some assurance to the Falkland Islands Meat Company that their financial 
subsidy is going to be stable, because at the moment it is on that annual cycle and it does put a 
bit too much fluctuation into the system. 
 
So I mean, these are all things that we need to make sure we line up correctly, some movement 
as I’ve said, is already heading in a positive direction, it’s by no means complete, but the team 
are working incredibly hard. 
 
And to answer your question, FIDC are leaning in to support but there is also additional 
support from different departments to make sure it is joined up with priorities. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I would also ask, just as part of that long-term plan that they give due 
consideration to the Asset Replacement Program for the plant out there, the assets haven’t been 
depreciated properly in the past I don’t believe, and I don’t believe there has been a long-term 
plan of actual asset replacement, I think there is an add-on proposed to us to approve 
subventions every year, and I think having a full sight on when these replacements are due and 
what is required and when would be really helpful for the business and for our budget planning 
as well. Thank you Mr Speaker. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
I certainly agree and also to suppliers I would add. Thank you 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Are there any supplementary questions? Comments? No. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
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Question Number 29 of 2022 by the Honourable Gavin Short 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, in view of the recent finds of unexploded ordnance in 
Bennetts’ Paddock, could the Honourable Leona Roberts please inform the House whether a 
ground penetrating survey was carried out in that area and what the scope of that work was, 
please? 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you, Mr Speaker and I thank my Honourable Colleague for his question, I’m also very 
grateful to the Director of Public Works for the information provided. SafeLane Global were 
commissioned to carry out a survey of Bennetts’ Paddock, the survey covered the full area of 
land purchased by the Falkland Islands Government, the method was not ground penetrating 
radar, but a non-intrusive magnetometer survey. 
 
This survey identified a total of 1,941 anomalies, these varied in depth and size as detailed 
below, and I will run quickly through this but obviously can share the tables that have been 
sent. 
 
So, over 10kgs 273 anomalies, 1 to 10 kilos 984, less than a kilo 684, bringing the total to 
1,941. And 5 items were found at over 2 metres depth, 1.5 to 2 metres another 5 items, 1 to 1.5 
39, 0.5 to 1 metre 370 and less than half a metre 1,522. 
 
Of the 1,941 anomalies, SafeLane Global were instructed to investigate all those of 2 kilos and 
above, this was a total of 793 targets. 235 were dug by mechanical means, whilst the remaining 
585 were excavated manually. The excavations located a number of abandoned explosive 
ordnance, AXO, including unfired 105mm HE projectiles, an unfired rifle grenade and large 
quantities of small arms ammunition, a large quantity of expended 105 cartridge casings and 
scrap metal items dating from both 1982 and 1945 in the area. 
 
The report concluded that the risk to works in the area was low, as all munitions found were 
either spent or AXO and there were no unexploded ordnance identified. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I thank the Honourable Leona Roberts for her reply there. Given that we seem to have found a 
rather large amount, one presumes, did we perhaps carry out excavations perhaps in the wrong 
area? Or could they have been missed? 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Well I wouldn’t like to judge the work that was carried out, I have absolutely no expertise or 
knowledge in all of this. I think there were assessments made as to where investigatory digs 
were carried out; clearly there were still items there as recent events have shown. The work did 
go, I believe, to about 2 metres depth, but I think more work is going forward, I’m not sure, 
perhaps if the Chief Executive can add to my slightly poor explanation on this? I’m not quite 
sure exactly where we stand now. 
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The Honourable Chief Executive 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, yes we are carrying out further work to try both 
ascertain whether the excavations that were completed previously were adequate, but also by 
mapping installation sites and re-doing some excavations in areas to make sure that we try and 
make the area as safe as possible. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I thank both the Honourable Leona Roberts and the Honourable Chief Executive for answering 
my question, sorry for posing a slightly unfair question, but I am given to understand that 
excavation works had stopped at Bennetts’ Paddock, have they started, please? 
 
The Honourable Chief Executive 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, at the moment they are still paused so there is no 
excavation works being conducted, but there is still works happening, but just not excavation 
work. So there is work happening on two of the plots that doesn’t require excavation. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I thank the Honourable Chief Executive for his reply and I’m sorry to be a nuisance, but when 
do you think that may be able to resume, because this will have, I presume, an impact on 
peoples’ desire to get their houses in, with having service in place and things like that? 
 
The Honourable Chief Executive 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I wouldn’t like to just throw a date out at you, to be honest, I think it’s 
important that we make sure the site is as safe as possible, and by overlaying different data 
onto the original SafeLane survey, will hopefully give us a better indication and also tell us 
about the requirement for further excavations and I think that is the safest way to proceed. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I thank you for your reply, sir. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Are there any other supplementary questions? Comments? No. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question Number 30 of 2022 by the Honourable Gavin Short. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, given that Stanley Power Station has lost another large generator can the 
Honourable Leona Roberts please say what steps are in place for its replacement and what 
resilience remains within our power production system until a replacement is in situ? 
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The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, yes, with the interim Power Station in place a level of resilience is 
retained; however the loss of Engine Number 7 increases the reliance on the interim Power 
Station, changing its status from stand-by to duty on a more frequent basis. This both reduces 
the resilience available and increases the hours of operation on the stand-by system. 
 
Although sufficient resilience remains, the loss of another engine and the requirement to 
maintain the existing units does increase the risk, therefor a Paper was submitted to ExCo last 
week, seeking the purchase of a replacement 1.6 megawatt engine, which can be fitted in place 
of Number 7 and can then be transferred to the new Power Station at a later date. 
 
The stated timescales for this replacement is 32 weeks and therefor well ahead of the 
anticipated new Power Station and as my Honourable Colleague will be aware, that was 
approved by ExCo last week so is progressing, which is good news. 
 
I would though take the opportunity to recognise the many, many years of commitment from 
the Power Station team, in keeping these very aged generators operating long past what could 
be considered any reasonable life expectancy I would suggest. I think the pressures that that 
small team have experienced over the last decade and beyond should be acknowledged and 
appreciated, and would finish really with saying we must make progress with the new Power 
Station, I think it’s right at the very top of the priority list for all of us, because without 
electricity, we’re all in trouble. I thank my Honourable Colleague for his question. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, I thank the Honourable Leona Roberts for her reply and I join with her in giving 
thanks to the crew up at the Power Station over the years, who have kept that place going, and I 
think probably having said this before, care for those generators probably more than they do 
their own families and that’s saying something. So I do thank her for that. 
 
I think, if I’m allowed, do you know whether the ExCo Paper was a published ExCo Paper, I 
think with redactions? 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you, yes, I’m looking to the Clerk but I believe that it was, from memory, so that 
information is there, as you say with some redactions which are to be expected, but otherwise 
the information is freely available. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I thank the Honourable Leona Roberts for her reply and would just say to the members of the 
public who wish to get a really good view of where we are with power generation in the 
Falklands, I would urge you to read that paper, it is very well written and lays it out beautifully. 
Thank you. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Are there any other supplementary questions? No. 
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Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question Number 31 of 2022 by the Honourable Leona Roberts. 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Can the Honourable Mark Pollard please update the House on progress with the Constitution 
Review? 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I’d like to thank my Honourable Colleague for her question. I’ve been 
disappointed that we haven’t gained any ground on it yet, this Assembly, we’ve been awaiting 
a summary of where the last Select Committee got to, and the key discussion points going 
forward, I’m reluctant to start from scratch this Assembly, especially as the information we’ve 
got from the previous process is patchy at best at the moment.  
 
I’ll try and appraise you of what comes next though, on Tuesday this week, ExCo approved the 
Islands Plan Delivery Plan, the Review of the Constitution is the very first item listed, the first 
step will be for the Attorney General to brief Honourable Members about where the review got 
to prior to the election in November last year. We will then be developing a project plan for the 
review and will seek to agree a time table, which will be balanced against our other priorities, 
but which will see the review completed before the end of the current Assembly. 
 
The review will involve active consultation with members of the public, with the intention of 
focusing on problems identified with current arrangements and how they can be fixed, as well 
as looking to ensure the Governance arrangements of the Islands are developed, and that they 
are and will remain fit for purpose for the people of the Falkland Islands. 
 
Examples of this work will be whether the current section on the Protection of Fundamental 
Rights and Freedoms of the Individual are fit for purpose, should the Immigration part be 
hidden away in the Interpretations section as it now? And should status be only available for 7 
years? Perhaps less, perhaps even more? Is that what the Constitution even says in the first 
place? 
 
When the Constitution mentions the Governor for example, does it mean the Governor or does 
it mean Executive Council and the elected Members contained therein? Is our Government 
system fit for purpose? Would it require a Constitutional change if it isn’t? Should we push to 
progress further toward being more self-governing? On what? 
 
I also want to investigate how we get more engagement on these discussions. The Constitution 
is there to protect and help the people of the Falklands. If things don’t work or can be improved 
then we absolutely should be looking to do that and engaging as many people as possible right 
across the Falklands, in all demographics, is absolutely vital for getting this work right. 
 
I would ask finally, perhaps answer a question with a question, or forward a question on to 
perhaps my colleague the Attorney General, would like to give us an estimation of when the 
first work may be progressed. Thank you, Mr Speaker. 
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The Attorney General 
 
Mr Speaker, I’d be happy to do so. Yes, I think the first stage really is to as the Honourable 
Mark Pollard said, to effectively report on where things got to last time, and what I’ve said to 
him is that I will commit to getting that report to Honourable Members before the end of this 
month, so before the end of August, and then we can take the rest of the steps as he outlined 
following that. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts, are you content? 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, yes, just to thank my Honourable Colleagues for their responses. And 
just to reiterate, I think, the importance of this work. I very much see the Constitution as a 
living document, one that we should continue to review and try to strengthen our governance 
and make sure that our rights are fully embedded, and where there are areas such as the ones 
my Honourable Colleague touched on earlier, that can perhaps be progressed, or should at least 
be considered. 
 
I think it’s very easy to not think about the Constitution, but it is such a fundamental and 
underpinning document, in so many respects, so I think any of those fundamental rights are 
something that should be a priority for all of us and I really do look forward to this work going 
forwards. Thank you for your response. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Are there any other supplementary questions? Comments? No. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question Number 32 of 2022 by the Honourable Mark Pollard. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker. This Assembly’s Islands Plan states we will develop and deliver a 
Veterans Charter for the Falkland Islands, to recognise those who have served. I wonder, could 
the Honourable Gavin Short please set out how he envisages this Charter looking, and what it 
will mean to those who have served? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I thank the Honourable Gentleman for his question and it 
will be an absolute pleasure to answer you. For some years I’ve felt that the Falklands, whilst 
being extremely good at celebrating veterans, and here I’m thinking of those who liberated us, 
and rightly so, we were perhaps less open to recognising and celebrating those who have 
served with the Falkland Islands Defence Force over the years. 
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We all know about the invasion in 1982 when the Force was called up to serve their country, 
but there have been other instances, such as the DC4 hijacking and the later “Cronica” landings 
at Eliza Cove when the Force was called upon. In latter years, I believe the Force was partly 
put into action when an inflatable boat was found in rather strange circumstances out in the 
Camp on the North coast, and they have also served in humanitarian situations when they have 
been out searching for people. Over the years, a good many have served in the Force in times 
where they were never called to step up to the plate.  
 
Being a veteran of the Defence Force, I had a bit of a bee in my bonnet about the recognition of 
ex-FIDF members, but I sort of kept quiet for years, hoping that somebody else might pick up 
this project but nobody had and so the last election, I made it one of my manifesto issues and 
I’m happy to say that thanks to the support of MLAs it has made it through to the Islands Plan. 
 
Whilst this project is not in my Portfolio, I have been named as the lead MLA and have been 
working quietly away as time permits. I see what we would do in the Falklands, at least as a 
first step being more in terms of the recognition of those who have served their country over 
the years and have stood ready to be called upon to take up arms should that need have arisen, 
and celebrating them. 
 
I would see that the first step would be to find out who had served in the FIDF over the years 
that are still alive, in this and perhaps this may prove to be a little controversial with some, it is 
my belief that this must include the Camp members of the Force, who were a band of people 
out there on the farms who were trained by the Royal Marines and were a resource that was out 
there who could have been used if the need ever arose. 
 
Camp members were a much more loosely organised entity, and I don’t think they ever swore 
allegiance or formally signed up, then again I have no memory of ever doing this either when I 
joined. I have every intention of putting out a plea for those who were Camp members to make 
themselves known. I believe that within the membership of the FIDFA there are people who 
are well placed to be a sort of sorting house and verification panel for this information as in its 
numbers; there are those who well remember those days. 
 
There will be those who served before 1982 when records may be scarcer. Again, I would see 
an appeal being issued and the FIDF where records of course exist and FIDFA members being 
used to verify those who said that they had served.  
 
I would see a pin and veterans ID card being designed and issued to those who have served our 
country. Interestingly those members of the FIDF who served on invasion night are the 
recipients of the UK Armed Forces Veterans pin. 
 
That would be the first step which would be, in my view, simple to achieve without the need 
for Legislation. Moving towards a Falklands version of the Armed Forces Covenant probably 
would move us into the territory of Legislation and would take much longer. 
 
In other countries veterans do get preferential treatment, or are meant to in areas such as health 
and employment opportunities, but I am not sure that this applies here. It could perhaps apply 
to such things as social housing. Also, veterans in other parts of the world, where they are 
valued, do receive discounts on public transport, probably doesn’t apply here, but certain 
supermarkets etc. have signed up to offering veterans discounts, whether our commercial sector 



The Record of the Meeting of Legislative Assembly 
Held on Thursday 04th August 2022 

19 

in the Falklands would step up to the plate remains to be seen, but it is something that could be 
raised a little further down the line. 
 
I had hoped to be part of a VTC with the Welsh veteran’s Assembly Members, but alas I was 
traveling when that happened. I have since made contact with them and we are in the throes of 
arranging a suitable time for a VTC.  
 
On Liberation Day I had the pleasure of briefly meeting with the Plymouth MP, Johnny 
Mercer, during the dedication ceremony of a train in honour of all those who had served in 
1982 in the Falklands and he has expressed his willingness to assist, an offer that I will take 
him up on. Mr Mercer is now, of course, the Veterans Minister in the present cabinet in the 
United Kingdom and has been completely tireless in his support of UK veterans. 
 
The project sits within DESIS and the OC of the FIDF, even though I am named as the lead 
MLA. I have made contact with Major McPhee and will be meeting him shortly I hope to talk 
about how the project may be moved forward. Whilst not being directly a policy matter and not 
wishing to put more pressure on that department, they do stand ready to offer assistance as 
needed, for which I am extremely grateful, and they have pencilled in 2023, which will give 
plenty of time for the initial legwork to be done. Once at a suitable stage, this will be reported 
back to MLAs for update and guidance. 
 
We are starting from zero with this project, which probably is a good thing as it allows us to 
formulate something that is by us and for us, and we can look at what has been done in other 
countries such as the UK, Canada, and Australia to see what might work for us, as well as 
accepting input from sources such as I have mentioned plus also all interested local people. 
 
May I take perhaps the opportunity when answering his question to appeal to anyone listening 
who may be interested in this project and who may see another way of going about things or 
perhaps what it could be extended to cover to make contact with myself or indeed any other 
Member of the Assembly. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, and I’d like to thank my Honourable Colleague for his answer. I 
almost feel like I should declare an interest, having not served for this. I think, looking at the 
Veterans’ Charter, I’m really glad I asked this question because I was unsure whether we were 
talking about FIDF veterans or UK veterans or ’82 veterans, or is it for everyone in the 
Falklands, whether its PRP and Status holders or veterans overseas, so FIDF veterans who have 
since left the Falkland Islands. I think the scope could be huge, I also would like to understand 
whether we’re talking about people who have potentially served for a day or for a minimum 
period, is there a qualifying period or not? I’d like to understand that as well. 
 
I think absolutely, in terms of recognition, I think we should be doing everything we can to 
recognise those who have served in the Falkland Islands Defence Force and why wouldn’t we? 
I can probably imagine most of my Honourable Colleagues would be supporting that as well. 
 
But the second step, on the Covenant perhaps, raises a lot of questions for me, in that what 
would people get that they don’t already have, and my Honourable Colleague talked about 
some of the things that feature on UK Charters for example, such as housing support and 
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guidance, priority medical treatment, when relating to service generally, Armed Forces access 
to welfare and educational access, but I think I would like to understand the impact.  
 
If we’re looking at, an extreme case perhaps, of someone who served a handful of days in the 
FIDF, getting a leg up on the ladder for social housing for example, I think there’s going to be 
an awful lot of debate around how we do this. But certainly in terms of the recognition, I’m 
absolutely on board with that, and I’m not particularly against the second part either I just 
would really like to understand the impact before we commit too fully to it, I think we need to 
understand fully as an Assembly what level of extra bonuses, if you like, are available and 
what we’re content to sign up to. Thank you Mr Speaker. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, I thank the Honourable Mark Pollard for his observations, it is my belief it will be 
for all who have served in the FIDF, I don’t care if you’re a Status Holder or not, if you have 
been through those doors, if you have served, you have been a member of the FIDF.  
 
Now, in the UK I believe, and I stand to be corrected here, it’s if you serve 24 hours, now that 
is up to us to formulate what we think is the correct length of time, that is what this work is 
about, we are starting from zero, this is going to be for us, by us, if you see what I mean. 
 
And I fully accept what he says about the second part, we are on a journey that we need to 
understand, you need to understand, the Falklands needs to understand, and that is the idea of 
as we come together as a group, to move forward slowly and to slowly develop these things, 
this isn’t a rush to try and let’s do this by next Wednesday, the first part I think we can do fairly 
simply which will cost nothing, mean nothing apart from recognition and celebration. The 
second part, you are right, that will have implications I do believe, could have implications and 
Honourable Members have every right to be informed of what we may be thinking of, but that 
will be much further down the line. 
 
So as I say, we’re starting from zero on this, and I can assure you, we will keep you fully 
informed, the last thing we want is to have Honourable Members on the wrong side of us as it 
were. 
 
The Honourable Ian Hansen 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, thank you the Honourable Gavin Short and the Honourable Mark 
Pollard, this isn’t really a view, it’s more some information and to concur with my Honourable 
Colleague who mentioned that those serving out in the Camp in the late ‘60’s and early ‘70’s, I 
recall that we would be given two or three days off from farm work to go with the Royal 
Marines and train with the Naval Party and they showed us how to use rifles and showed us 
things about grenades and things we wouldn’t know about, but I do not recall ever having to 
take an oath or anything so that’s just the way it was then. 
 
But I do also know that some of those people, I was fortunate enough I never had to put that 
into any sort of practise, but certainly I remember my late father-in-law, Bernard Betts, was 
laying up on the Racecourse behind a machine gun when the Argentine hijacked plane came in, 
so it was put into use in some ways. But I support the concept of this for sure, Thank you Mr 
Speaker. 
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The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I think this is such an interesting conversation to be honest and I think 
it is a very noble aspiration on the part of my Honourable Colleague Gavin Short. I’ve been 
absolutely happy to get right behind it and support it because obviously I do feel very strongly 
that our veterans and our serving members of the Armed Forces and the FIDF should all be 
recognised and celebrated. 
 
And I do share my Honourable Colleague Mark Pollard’s concerns about just what the detail 
might look like, I think that’s going to be really tricky to work out, that’s where the devil 
normally lives, but I really hope that we can take this forward. I guess my question perhaps to 
the Honourable Gavin Short, is do you see this extending beyond just the FIDF? Obviously 
that’s a key component, but to offering recognition to veterans of Her Majesty’s’ Armed 
Forces and perhaps in some way to serving members of Her Majesty’s Forces also, I think 
that’s perhaps going to be another one of the areas that we need to explore. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I thank the Honourable Leona Roberts for her support and also her question. The answer is yes, 
because I believe there is a local company here in the Islands at the moment, who has signed 
up to the UK Armed Forces Covenant for serving members. 
 
I mean certainly the simpler part is the first part, it is all about ex-FIDF, but as you move 
forward that then is where in my mind you’ll bring in veterans from Her Majesty’s Forces if 
you move more to a Covenant of perhaps a discount down the shops for example, we can’t 
leave them out because if it wasn’t for them, we wouldn’t be around this table, so I do see them 
being pulled in as we move further down the track. That’s of course if this work gets the green 
light, if it doesn’t, then game over. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Are there any other supplementary questions? The Honourable Leona Roberts. 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Just to say thank you, I had sort of assumed that would be the case but I think it’s perhaps 
worth for the broader public discussion around this, it’s worth being clear, thank you. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Any other supplementary questions? Comments? No. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question Number 33 of 2022 by the Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker. It has been pointed out to me on more than one occasion that the 
location of the Well Being Unit is less than ideal, if in that occasion queues for the Pharmacy 
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extend straight across the door, offering little privacy for those seeking services from within 
this unit. Could the Honourable Gavin Short inform this House as to whether there are either 
short term or long term plans to address these concerns, please? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I thank the Honourable Mark Pollard for his question, and 
I’ve just realised I’ve just bought something over in rather small font so my apologies if I start 
stumbling slightly on this one, I’ll try taking my glasses off to see if that will make it any 
better. 
 
I am indebted to the KEMH for the answer to his question, which goes as follows, we 
understand that the Emotional Well-Being Service move to the upstairs room in the KEMH has 
been challenging for some people and we have worked hard to address the concerns directly 
with our service users as they have arisen, the belief of the Emotional Well-Being Service and 
the KEMH senior staff is that Mental Health Services should have parity of esteem with 
physical health services. 
 
Physical and mental health services must have equal status, access and aspirations and we 
believe that the current location of the therapy rooms helps us to demonstrate FIGs dedication 
to this service equality. In order to explore the impact of the location of the room on the service 
users who have been using them, we carried out a survey a few months after moving to the new 
therapy room. 
 
75% of those surveyed did not report a concern with the location of the rooms, though it is 
noted that some people commented that the rooms are too small, two individuals expressed 
concerns about confidentiality and the lack of consultation with service users about the new 
location. However others have commented and I quote “I didn’t want to move up here, but now 
we’ve moved I prefer everything about it” and another commented “the room upstairs is more 
discreet as people don’t know what you’re going in for.” 
 
Other patients have pointed out that when the therapy rooms were downstairs they felt that it 
was obvious what sort of appointment they were attending, whereas in the current locations the 
rooms are on a corridor with several other services, GPs, Pharmacy and Dental and the therapy 
rooms are also used for other meetings, so it feels less obvious why people are using these 
rooms. 
 
Another comment from a service user was “the old location made it feel like a dirty secret or a 
taboo, we need to address the stigma.” Overall the significant majority of service users report 
to prefer the new location of the Emotional Well-Being service. 
 
Stigma about accessing mental health services is something that we are always keen to tackle, 
in-fact we are in the embryonic stages of working with MindUK on their anti-stigma Time to 
Change campaign. However we must also carefully balance patient confidentially with service 
visibility. 
 
By the very nature of the difficulties experienced by the people we work with we need to be 
flexible and sensitive, and we need to acknowledge that reaching out for support can be 
incredibly challenging regardless of where the therapy room is located. We know that we 
cannot please everybody all of the time, indeed we know that there probably is not a perfect 
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solution to this debate, but we work hard to provide person centred care that minimises distress 
and anxiety when people reach out to us at a time when they may be feeling very vulnerable, 
therefor we have come up with the following solutions to the issues that have been raised about 
the rooms; 
 
In addition to direct impact on services users Emotional Well-Being Service team members 
have felt more integrated with the wider team in the KEMH since we moved upstairs and this 
means that integrated physical and mental healthcare has improved. 
 
Staff from other departments within the KEMH now feel able to pop in to the Emotional Well-
Being service for impromptu support or consultation which tended not to happen in the old 
rooms, whilst patient care is our primary focus it is also important to note that staff feel safer in 
the current working environment because we feel less isolated and therefor more confident that 
help is available if we felt at risk. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I’d like to thank my Honourable Colleague for his answer, 
especially as he is deputy, the portfolio lead being overseas. So if I’m not correct, the statistics 
given were that 75% did not report a concern, which means a quarter specifically did, not 
mentioning it is not the same as thinking it is better, perhaps it is better but have we gone from 
terrible to bad, when we should be aiming for good? 
 
I would think we all agree here about striving for equality between physical and mental health, 
this is something that has been a common thread throughout this Assembly and probably 
longer than that I would think. To do that we do need to address the stigma absolutely and I 
would suggest this is best done through education and information, not by parading patients 
and pushing them out in front of centre. 
 
The mention of balancing patient confidentiality with service visibility I believe my 
Honourable Colleague mentioned, concerns me greatly. Is there an argument that having a very 
public entrance enhances the visibility of the service? Perhaps we should consider why we 
don’t follow this approach for other services, such as STI clinics or people who are expecting. I 
can’t be the only one to have heard of people having to find a way through the pharmacy queue 
in a flood of tears. 
 
I also welcome the mention of solutions, the talk of which implies recognition that there is, 
despite the somewhat contradictory proceeding remarks in my Honourable Colleagues answer, 
actually an issue. No one has been advocating to me for a move back to the depths of the 
Hospital, they just don’t want to have to enter and leave a room to a public audience. Perhaps 
one or two of the GP rooms less visible to everyone would be a good swap perhaps, either way 
I’d urge my Honourable Colleagues to make your views known today to confirm whether I’m 
the only one concerned about this current arrangement, I’m sure I can’t be. Thank you, Mr 
Speaker. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
I’d just thank the Honourable Mark Pollard for his reply there and yes I’m extremely cognizant 
that I am the second fiddle on hospital and I may not be as fully up to speed perhaps as the 
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substantive portfolio holder would have been on this, but I certainly note your comments and 
on a personal level find myself in agreement with some of them. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Does any other Honourable Member wish to speak? The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and thanks to my Honourable Colleague for raising this. I can assure 
him he is not alone in having heard from people who have found the move less than ideal, shall 
we say? I am very glad to hear that the majority have reported at least not having an issue, but I 
know that there are people who have been negatively affected by it. 
 
I wouldn’t at all seek to question the motives or the intent of the Well-Being Team and the 
Hospital more broadly, I think they do fantastic work, as someone who has had to avail 
themselves of that service in the past I have nothing but praise and admiration and gratitude to 
them, but I do know from personal experience that seeking that support can have you leaving a 
room in a bit of a mess, let’s say, and for that to be too overtly public can be really quite 
difficult, so I’m sure that the motive of trying to bring about this parity of service is a good 
one, but I think perhaps that there’s more negatives associated with this. 
 
So just to reiterate then, I’ve also had similar concerns raised and I hope that perhaps given that 
the flexible and sensitive approach that the Hospital are committed to, that they might try to 
find a way to adjust this, to make it a little less publicly obvious and challenging for people in 
what can be a very difficult time. 
 
The Honourable Ian Hansen 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, Honourable Members; I thank the Honourable Gavin Short for his 
reply to the question. As Portfolio holder in the last Assembly for the Hospital, this is when the 
change was made, in the last year or 18 months before the last Assembly finished, and there 
was concern at the time from the public and from people who used the service, it was 
transmitted to me and I spoke to the then Director of Health and Social Services about it and 
the conversation was had and we were pretty much assured it was going to be a short-term 
thing, it’s one of those things that seem to have drifted and still where it is. 
 
But I am certainly of the opinion that there must be somewhere better, so I would support some 
form of change, and that’s no criticism of those people who work there, no criticism at all 
about the Hospital, let’s just try and think of something that could be I’m sure, quite easily 
sorted. Thank you Mr Speaker. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I just want to put on record that I think the service offered by these 
people in the Hospital is an absolutely fantastic service and again we need to seek parity 
between physical and mental health. The concern I have is that essentially they have, as has 
been indicated today, that there is a problem, its recognised, my Honourable Colleague Ian 
Hansen has pointed out that this was recognised some time ago, and we’re still waiting for a 
fix. 
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I think we all value the service very highly and we want to see it as best as possible, but its 
confidentially of the patient is key here. They recognise that the queuing outside for the 
Pharmacy outside the door is not a good thing when they talk about re-routing the queue, so we 
know that there are things that need fixing, we’ve known for some time. 
 
I would just like to see somebody actually make those changes and hopefully sooner rather 
than later. Thank you Mr Speaker. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, thank you very much for the opportunity to reply, all I can say is that I have noted 
the comments made by Honourable Members who have spoken and I will be transmitting those 
back to the management at the King Edward Memorial Hospital so I thank you. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question Number 34 of 2022 by the Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I promise this is my last one. My Honourable Colleague Teslyn 
Barkman has spoken in the past of a Rural Bill, would she be able to inform the House what 
this Bill may contain, what material changes it may bring and any likely timescales for 
bringing it to this House? Thank you Mr Speaker 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman, and please remain seated if its more comfortable. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I would very much like to thank my Honourable Colleague first for his 
question, and I’m going to give a short description of what Scotland did in trying to implement 
a Bill to overcome challenges which I think resonate greatly with some of our Falklands ones. 
 
So the first sentence of the Scottish Bill sums it up really, it makes provision for a national 
rural plan with a clear structure and reporting, it imposes duties in relation to rural communities 
on defined public authorities, it makes provision on electoral representation to be enabled in 
rural communities and establishes a licensing scheme in respect of marine development in 
extra-rural communities. 
 
The policy memo that Scotland prepared outlining the reasoning for this Bill highlights that the 
value and culture of Scotland is incredibly important and a lot of it is found in those rural 
communities, but it also highlighted the geographic and technological challenges amongst 
others, that these rural communities face, as well as some of the political challenges they suffer 
in being represented in larger cities. 
 
They ran an “Our Islands, Our Future” campaign, funny enough, that ended in the forming of 
three objectives, promoting the voice of rural communities, harnessing resources and 
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enhancing well-being and from there they consulted and asked the people in rural communities 
what challenges they face, and identified to ensure that there is a duty of care from the 
Government and organisations, that it needed some consistency. 
 
The concerns that they high-lighted were the ability to being represented politically were also 
addressed, and the opportunities to develop the economy were outlined and worked through 
with accountability reporting and review required. 
 
They put these requirements into law, the economic ones, to outline that every five years, there 
would be a cycle of review which gave an opportunity for longer term strategies, for economic 
development to be achieved. The consultations that Scotland undertook to develop the 
objectives of this Bill ran from 2015 to 2016, the Bill was launched in 2017. 
 
The Bill is the tool requiring work, and outlining the duties on Government, basically, and the 
Rural Economy Plan would action the strategy, in terms of the Falklands context, work on this 
has already begun, it is being led by the Director of Natural Resources to outline rural economy 
challenges, and provide a baseline so we can work as a Government to overcome these, to put 
it on a statutory footing to make sure there is consistent delivery, beyond just the term of an 
Assembly. 
 
As I mentioned before, there was also another area that was brought to our attention, another 
one high-lighting that it might be an opportunity to give some consistency behind the FIMCo 
subsidy, beyond the one year and give it some long term focus. 
 
And as I’ve mentioned, the rural economy background work was reported at Farmers Week, 
the challenges aren’t new but it does lay them out in a really helpful way, and I think further 
consultation would obviously be needed to develop this Bill, but it’s interesting to know that a 
lot of it has already started. 
 
Like the Scottish Government, I believe that the policy objectives needed to give consistent 
delivery and support needs to Camp, do need to be nationally recognised for a clear focus, our 
representational challenges for Camp are particular to the type of Falklands system we have 
and we may choose to include this or not. 
 
We know that people who live in Camp are the only authentic voices for what it is like to live 
in 98% of the Falklands, without their insight we cannot develop a cultural strategy or any 
meaningful national strategy on services like education, health, roads, communication, tourism 
or absolutely anything. 
 
And I do recognise, Scotland did too, that there is a lot of work that happens in alternative 
ways, we need to be sure that the voices are always heard by those in the future who need to 
hear it, and it may not be the only legislative tool to address how Government can ensure that 
the Falklands can get the most out of Camp, or to improve transparency or accountability. 
Scotland themselves highlighted alternative approaches which were tried, so our equivalent to 
this would be the Rural Development Strategy, which was an attempt to an alternative 
approach that we tried, but through the Scottish consultation that a lack of joined up structure 
and changes in steer meant that communities had lost faith in the activities, because and I quote 
“there were no formal requirements on the Government to provide updates, and it lacked 
consistency.” 
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So over 85% of people consulted in Scotland supported the objectives of this Bill, and I’m 
open to suggestions from my Honourable Colleagues too, if they have got any alternative 
suggestions, but I do think this could be a real opportunity for us to do something significant 
for our Country and it benefits everyone to respect that there are different challenges that 
Campers face and to champion our culture, society and economy in a particularly Falklands 
bespoke way, and we can share that with the world as a result of passing something like this. 
 
So I’ll finish as I started and thank my Honourable Colleague for his question, I like my 
Honourable Colleague Gavin with the Veterans Charter, am pleased to see my Honourable 
Colleagues support putting this in the Islands Plan, I hope it can be considered for Legislative 
Drafting so that’s part of why I’m glad of this conversation today. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I’d like to thank my Honourable Colleague for her answer. I think 
Mr Speaker I’m struggling to understand what scale of the work my Honourable Colleague 
wants to see put into this, is she advocating for a similar Bill in scope, because if so I think it 
would require a huge amount of resources, not just to write the Bill but also to carry out the 
work afterwards. 
 
My Honourable Colleague talked through a lot of what the Bill in Scotland contains but my 
own research showed that there were several work-streams as a result of this Bill, so firstly, a 
National Islands Plan encompassing just about everything, Education, Health, a huge amount 
of regular consultation, an annual report on the Plan, it states within that seemingly everybody 
in Scotland involved in the Government in any way has to evidence their consideration of the 
Islands, that is every Policy, every Strategy, and every Service. 
 
It seeks to increase representation, as my Honourable Colleague said, electoral representation 
and gives local authorities control over marine development, so would we be committing to 
writing another Islands Plan? More consultation on it, a separate report on a separate plan, 
we’ve already committed to reviewing the current Islands Plan twice yearly or certainly the 
Delivery document contained behind it. 
 
Would we be insisting that anybody linked with the Government justify how they have 
considered Camp in again every Policy, Strategy and Service? Would we insist that FIG do that 
for every Policy, Strategy and Service as well? We don’t have local authorities in Camp, so 
would we be looking to create and devolve marine development too? Or would we be saying 
that something potentially as controversial as offshore salmon farming for example, would be 
devolved to the nearest land owner’s discretion? Understanding what that means. 
 
The Islands in Scotland, so I went back to 2011 was the data I could find and they had a 
population of 103,700, compared to the overall Scottish population of 5.3 million. The Camp 
population at the time of our last census was 397, compared to 2,524 in Stanley. Political 
representations in these Scottish Islands was two out of 73 elected Members, or 2.7% if you 
want to say it in that term, in the Falklands, 3 out of 8 Members, or 37.5%. For this reason I’d 
argue that the Scottish Islands were far less represented electorally than Camp in the Falkland 
Islands, so an argument for putting it there perhaps. 
 
I am always have been and always will be a big fan of the Camp, but I feel with this, if we’re 
not careful we could be duplicating work or even worse just paying lip-service. I understand 
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that what I’ve laid out so far could be an absolute best case or worst case scenario depending 
on where you’re sitting, and I think my Honourable Colleague may have given consideration to 
exactly what it is and how it could work, and I look forward to seeing some more clarity 
around what it entails and I really hope that it doesn’t place undue strain on what is an already 
overloaded system, and more importantly, that it actually achieves some real things. Thank 
you, Mr Speaker. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and while it’s important to highlight any set of duty that you place on 
Government does come with obligations that need to be fulfilled, I think my Honourable 
Colleague is also a great advocate for not working in silo’s, in fact it’s probably his 
catchphrase, and unfortunately a lot of this work is happening and it’s happening in different 
ways that isn’t being joined up and as I said before, the Rural Development Scheme which fell 
down on its feet as my Honourable Colleague again has reported even publicly, that he agrees 
that that has happened, is the equivalent of that Islands Plan would be, but with more teeth. 
 
It lines up social obligations from Government to take on macroeconomic issues such as the 
provision of education to help overcome workforce development issues, the problems are well 
known and as I’ve said, the work has already begun, and certainly there was a mandate out of 
this last election to try to not work in silo’s, to try and join up the duties of Government in a 
way that got them talking to each other, and we ourselves implemented a Camp Implications 
piece on an Executive Council paper because we recognise that there is importance there, and 
the Scottish Bill isn’t on every piece of Legislation, it isn’t that over-whelming as my 
Honourable Colleague fears it could be. 
 
It talks about giving a specific voice to communities directly affected by developments which 
can happen without consultation and our example would be the authorities in Stanley deciding 
they wanted to put in an aquaculture farm on what is Crown responsibility coast-line without 
consulting land-owners.  
 
So to use an extreme example, its actually trying to do the opposite of what my Honourable 
Colleague fears it may achieve, but when it comes to building a road in Stanley, it isn’t going 
to consult the Camp on that, it sets out formal commitments and things which probably yes, do 
already happen but makes it a requirement for the future and certainly as my Honourable 
Colleague drew attention to, the minority that exists in Scotland is a reflection of the minority 
political representation that we have here is not quite as extreme, but it is still a minority 
representation and its one of those safeguards for the future, recognising even though it does 
work in practise, when you’ve got a reasonable bunch of people like ourselves sitting around 
the table, that it may not always be that way in the future and as constitutional change happens 
and maybe other things, it puts in a layer of protection for those 2 people that live out in the 
middle of nowhere, an economic opportunity comes up to open a gold-mine on their land and 
sell the rights away, to have their voices heard, and yes it’s an extreme example but that’s an 
example of the political stuff. 
 
Where I find the real meat in this Bill is taking the RDS, making it a statutory requirement and 
lining it up with duties and authorities in a way that can deliver on some of these obstacles that 
have been identified by the rural economy work that’s currently happening.  
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So I hope that allays some of my Honourable Colleagues fear and like I say, I really hope we 
can get it on the Legislative Drafting priority, we can look at parts of the Bill that Scotland has 
done and think about how we can Falkland-ise it, we don’t have to think of it as a whole, but I 
certainly think it’s a step in the right direction for accountability but again, if there is a better 
suggestion I would appreciate any input. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I’d like to thank my Honourable Colleague for her comments there. 
I struggled with the RDS for the length of the previous Assembly, I thought I mentioned many 
times that I thought it was housed in the wrong place, I thought it was trying to tackle issues, it 
was at odds with what it was trying to do, it was essentially facilitated by FIDC, but of course 
the lay members contained on it wanted to look at education, infrastructure and all the things 
that FIDC had no real control over, health and all the other important issues. 
 
On silo’s, absolutely I’m really frustrated when we see Government time wasted by different 
departments working at odds with each other or even just duplicating work, but I think that was 
one of the take-aways from Farmers Week, was that they were really impressed with the rural 
work that’s happening at the moment and perhaps people will correct me on that, but one of the 
take-aways I got was people were actually pleased to see different organisations working 
together, so this has already started. 
 
My Honourable Colleague talked about the Camp Implications on ExCo papers, so that’s 
already happening, I think in terms of representation, let’s look at this with our eyes open, as I 
said, in the Scottish Islands the representation was 2 out of 73, not 3 out of 8, those are 
massively different ratios, and I can see exactly where the problems were with 2 out of 73 
representatives, you can see that those populations would absolutely need protection. 
 
So are we talking here about making essentially the RDS a statutory requirement and ensuring 
that it happens? What other strategies or plans are statutory, required by law? I don’t know 
very many. I would absolutely advocate for a Rural Strategy and for some sort of joined-up 
thinking in how that’s delivered, I have absolutely no problem with that at all, my point is that 
it feels like we’ve been talking about this for a very long time but it’s also still very conceptual, 
I still don’t understand exactly what its’ doing that we’re not doing already. 
 
We talked about the clearing off of the silo’s, it appears that it’s already happening, maybe it 
isn’t happening enough, we’ve talked about the considerations in the implications, but the 
Camp Electorate voted to keep their Representation system in the last Assembly, and that’s 
entirely their choice to make and we have to honour that and respect that. 
 
We are 8 Elected Members to represent the entire Camp population as well as the Stanley 
population, but they also have the ability to elect their own 3 Members who can intercede on 
any item they want, so again I don’t understand what it is that is actually going to come out of 
this that is different to what we are currently doing, that won’t take up an incredible amount of 
resources to do. 
 
I’m certainly not against doing it; I just don’t understand exactly what it is still. Thank you Mr 
Speaker 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
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Its excellent to hear that he isn’t against it because certainly he’s outlined a lot of the reasoning 
for it, it’s taken an awfully long amount of time to deal with endemic issues, and a lot of that 
has been done by this Assembly and the previous Assembly. What I’m suggesting is we set out 
a statutory requirement that doesn’t undo some of this work in the future, that it doesn’t get 
shelved by a future Assembly and that we can continue on this road map of progress. 
 
All of this work that’s going into the background of the rural economy could have happened, 
yes, 20 years ago, it didn’t. It didn’t. It’s taken until 2022 to really get this work off the ground 
and start dragging some of these issues and thinking about these issues more strategically. We 
know that the decision makers around this table that make these laws and policy, there is going 
to be a whole new bunch in 20 years, do we want that work to be forgotten? And that is 
essentially what it comes down to, and to draw out an example, of a statutory requirement for 
delivery, I think a great one, is the FIFCA Accord, it sets out a set of statutory enforced 
obligations to the biggest industry in the Falklands, to require things of both the private sector 
and public sector, which is for the benefit of the future, the development of this industry. 
 
What this would do as well for our second biggest employer and our hugest cultural valuable 
part of the Falklands is give a roadmap to develop and get the most out of the future, that can’t 
be shelved in the future. It’s got more of a chance of surviving. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I thank my Honourable Colleague again, I won’t go around and 
round on this, I’m just concerned that we will use up an awful lot of resources and maybe not 
achieve an awful lot more. I think I just would add that I think all of those involved over the 
RDS and whatever it may have been in the past, have tried to tackle these issues, I don’t think 
necessarily there has been a lack of will to do it. 
 
I think maybe it hasn’t achieved what they set out to do, but I think certainly the aspirations 
were laudable and they were well-intentioned at the time and I think we shouldn’t kid 
ourselves that it may well be that the work we’re doing now turns out to not do exactly what 
we aspire to have it do as well. 
 
Again, I’m looking backwards at the huge amount of work that has gone into some of these 
things in the past, and hasn’t necessarily achieved what we wanted it to achieve, so I would 
recognise the work that has taken place, but also it’s a bit of a health warning for me, to look at 
the amount of people, the amount of organisations that have tried to do something similar and 
not got over the line. 
 
It doesn’t mean we shouldn’t do it, we absolutely should and we are and I support that work 
progressing, but again, I would like to know what the Bill brings to the table more than we’re 
actually doing at the moment, and that is what I would challenge my Honourable Colleague to 
supply in the future, is exactly what it is going to bring. Thank you. 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
I don’t know if it’s just because I’ve been particularly unwell today and I thank the Speaker for 
giving me the opportunity to sit down, but I do feel like I am repeating myself, I feel like I have 
explained quite clearly what it delivers which is consistency and the obligation to take on 
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particular challenges rather than just have them be interest that may appear in an Islands Plan 
or not, and may slide up and down the agenda or not. 
 
And I think I was paying close attention to my Honourable Colleagues very helpful comments, 
because they probably will be things that come up in a consultation, but as you said, 
completely clearly, the reason the RDS failed is that it sits in the wrong place. What I’m trying 
to do is put it in the right place, put it under public obligation to make sure it joins up and 
aligns Legislative ambitions with the development of Camp, permanently. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you, are there any other comments or supplementary questions? No. Move on. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question Number 35 of 2022 by the Honourable Gavin Short 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, with your permission before I actually ask the question, can I give a little 
explanation to the question? 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Please carry on, yes. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Thank you. The question was actually written by myself before I became aware that there was 
an ExCo paper on the way on CBD Oil, and, of course, we had the delay to the sitting of this 
House due to being inquorate last week, so this question has rather been passed by time, but 
I’m still going to ask it, because there is a method behind my madness here. 
 
So the question I had was this, would the Honourable Roger Spink please give an update on the 
progress made to date on the Policy and Legal changes required to allow the importation of 
CBD products? 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I would like to thank my Honourable Colleague for his 
question. A report was discussed by Executive Council on Tuesday the 22nd of July, it was 
decided contrary to Officers advice to take action which will effectively exempt CBD products 
from the provisions of the Misuse of Drugs Ordinance 1987. 
 
CBD in its pure form is not a controlled drug, however it is understood that it is practically 
impossible to produce CBD which is entirely free of substances which are controlled drugs. 
Excepted products will be those containing tetrahydrocannabinol, known as THC, which is not 
designed for administration of THC to a human being or animal, where the THC is in such 
state that it cannot easily be recovered or in a quantity which constitutes a risk to health where 
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no component part of the product contains more than 1mg of THC and where the product does 
not contain any other controlled drugs. 
 
People will be able to import, possess and use CBD products, individuals will not be permitted 
to sell such products to one another but retailers will be able to stock and sell CBD products 
should they choose to do so. Imported products must be in their original packaging and must be 
clearly labelled as to the contents in either or both English and Spanish. 
 
At the moment little is known for sure about the longer term implications of consumption of 
CBD, and the exemption requires the Chief Medical Officer to review the public health risks 
within 12 months from the exemption coming into force. 
 
The exemption will come in to effect soon, when the draft order, approved be Executive 
Council on Tuesday 26th July, my Honourable Colleague the Attorney General I’m sure can 
update us on that, has been signed by Her Excellency the Governor and has been published. 
 
Public health advice has been given by the Chief Medical Officer about the use of CBD 
products, including advice to make sure you tell Medical Practitioners that you are taking 
CBD. She also advises against giving CBD products to children and not taking CBD products 
if you are pregnant or breastfeeding, this advice will be published in due course. Thank you. 
 
The Attorney General 
 
If I could just update the House, the instruments that were approved at ExCo have now been 
prepared in their final form and sent to Government House for signature by Her Excellency, 
they will be I’m sure, signed within the next day or two. We’ll then need to publish them in the 
Gazette and then they will come into effect, and we will be able to give notification to people 
when that’s been done. 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I’d like to thank both the Honourable Mr Spink and also 
our learned Attorney General for his reply, and it was the latter part, really when it is going to 
be signed off that I was trying to draw out today, because I have been contacted by quite a lot 
of people actually, keen to get going, but of course you can’t be keen to get going until you can 
legally be keen to get going, and I have said that to people, don’t do it until its’ signed off.  
 
And I’m glad that there will be, if I can call it a fanfare when we know it has been signed off 
and people can get on, write their letters to stores whatever it is, in England, to get the CBD 
products. I do want to thank you for all your work, I really do appreciate it. 
 
 Mr Speaker 
 
Does any other Honourable Member wish to raise a supplementary question on that? 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Question without notice. 
 
Mr Speaker 
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To the Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Mr Speaker, under Section 40 of the Standing Orders, may I please request leave to ask a 
question without notice of the Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
You may indeed. 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker. Will the Honourable Gavin Short please describe to the House the 
Health Services Policy and Practise relating to the provision of abortion services, whether 
elected or for medical reasons? Would be please also explain the rationale behind the recent 
refusal to share this information when requested by local media? 
 
The Honourable Gavin Short 
 
Mr Speaker, Honourable Members, I thank the Honourable Leona Roberts for her question and 
I hope that the following will go a long way to answering those questions. 
 
I have to thank the KEMH for their support in formulating my answer, however I would like to 
point out that the answer is, unless stated otherwise, written by myself with input from the 
KEMH, I am not quoting directly. 
 
I realise that the subject of abortion is a very sensitive subject as can be witnessed by looking 
towards the United States and the effect of a recent High Court decision, and so whilst I hope 
my answer gives this subject the sensitivity that it deserves, it is my intention to be as frank as I 
possibly can be with the information that I have to hand. 
 
The Falklands are pro-choice and do offer a termination service and the legal position is 
outlined in Sections 58 to 61of the Crimes Ordinance 2014. The KEMH do offer a full suite of 
reproductive and sexual health advice and they also offer for example, what is known as the 
morning after pill as part of that service. 
 
It is my understanding that medical termination of a pregnancy can take place here in the 
Falklands, depending on whether it is deemed medically safe to do so – and this has to take 
into account such factors as the general health, age etc of the person involved, and that’s up to 
9 weeks of pregnancy in most cases as opposed to the time limit set out in our laws, which is 
24 weeks, which are in themselves a maximum permitted time. 
 
To explain: the KEMH do not undertake medical termination of pregnancies after 9 weeks, due 
to the increased risk in complications requiring surgical intervention, but they do support 
women to go overseas for termination of pregnancies post 9 weeks.  FIG pay for the flight only 
and KEMH will provide an introductory letter for the woman to use for either NHS referral or 
private care. FIG do not pay for anything other than the flight. The exception to this however, 
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is if the woman is under 18 and has to go overseas, FIG will pay for a parent or accompanying 
carer to attend with the woman too.  
 
I must stress that this latter service is operated under “custom and practice”, is subject to 
certain restrictions, such as immigration status and there is not a formal policy, something 
which Honourable Members may wish to address. 
 
In answer to an earlier query regarding termination services the KEMH said – and I quote “The 
KEMH will offer help and support to any woman who is seeking assistance regarding their 
sexual health and/or pregnancy. If a woman has any questions or concerns, they should contact 
their health professional to book an appointment to discuss their circumstances. Appointments 
can be made by calling 28000 and patients are not expected to explain why they would like to 
see their health professional” end of quote. 
 
The above lays out the start of a possible journey.  The first step will be picking up the phone. 
However, if the person feels that they are unable to do so, I am informed that someone can, 
with the permission of the person make the call and book an appointment. Also, you do not 
have to make this journey on your own; it is allowable to take someone with you to your 
appointment as support. I would like to repeat that when making the appointment you will not 
be asked for the reason for wanting an appointment with a medical practitioner. 
 
Whilst I have striven to give a factual overview of our position here in the Falklands, I have to 
say that my understanding is that the service offered here in the Falklands is very much tailor 
made to the circumstances of each person and the particular response can be determined by the 
age and general health circumstances of the person involved, but what I can assure you of, Mr 
Speaker, is that each and every case will be treated with the utmost sensitivity with the 
wellbeing of the person being at the very centre of the advice and help that is given. 
 
Unlike the NHS we in the Falklands do not publish our termination protocols but if anyone is 
interested then those issued by the NHS would be a good place to start. 
 
As I have said, this subject is one that raises the feelings with those who are pro-life and those 
who are pro-choice. For the record I am happy to tell the House that I am pro-choice, however, 
I fully recognise that there are others who may well not be and just like the NHS, if a health 
professional through for example, religious or conscientious reasons feels that they are unable 
to assist a patient, I would like to assure the House that any person seeking a termination would 
be discreetly passed on to another health professional. 
 
Mr Speaker, I am also told that when an appointment is arranged, the health professional must 
be fully and completely satisfied, as stated in our law, that the person wishes to proceed but as 
well they have to assure themselves that the person is not or has not been or is being coerced or 
pressurised by for example, family or a partner to make a decision on a termination that they 
may not wish to. It is only the person requesting the termination that can make that decision – 
in other words the woman, her wishes and wellbeing are front and centre. 
 
Also, I know from conversations that medical professionals have been targeted in the past by 
people who hold firm contrary views to the policy of the Government of the Falkland Islands 
and I would like to issue a plea to those who may feel differently to the Government policy, to 
not target the KEMH or individual medical professionals but to speak with Elected Members as 
it is us, through ExCo and the Legislative Assembly who set our policies and laws. Medical 
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professionals and the institution that is the KEMH are merely following those policies and 
laws. 
 
And now we come to the final part of the question which is: will he please also explain the 
rationale behind the recent refusal to share this information when requested by local media. 
 
From conversations it is my belief that the perceived reluctance to go beyond their immediate 
response to the media query was made with the following very much in mind: the sensitivity of 
the subject, the feelings of those who have had a termination, a caution that making this subject 
high profile might deter some who would otherwise have availed themselves of the service  
and the worry that if this became high profile it could lead to the KEMH and health care 
professionals therein being targeted by those who hold contrary views to those who follow the 
policies as agreed by the Falkland Islands Government, as has been an unfortunate lived 
experience only but a few years ago.  
 
There certainly is not an aspiration to withhold information to those who may need the service, 
but DHSS have exercised professional caution in an attempt to safeguard those in the 
community for whom this is an extremely sensitive and/or emotive subjective. The ultimate 
endeavour was to protect service users from any additional anguish for what is often an 
extremely painful memory for those who may have had to use this service previously. DHSS, 
I’m assured, remain committed to transparent and accurate communications, as has been 
displayed throughout the pandemic and recent events regarding pharmacy opening times and 
safeguarding children and adults’ annual reports. 
 
The Honourable Leona Roberts 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and, of course, thank you to my Honourable Colleague Gavin Short, for 
setting out in his response what services are available and the processes for following these. 
That is I believe all that was required, I think its been useful, sensible information which 
should be readily available and it’s quite right that it’s shared, so I’m really pleased that it now 
has been. 
 
And I’m also grateful to my Honourable Colleague for the conversations that we’ve had this 
week about this and about his willingness to engage, again noting as was mentioned earlier, he 
is not portfolio lead, he’s deputising here and has taken on a couple of big questions here 
today. 
 
But I think that desire to get the information out is important and the understanding of why, is 
important also. There are a few comments Mr Speaker, I would like to add. 
 
I was surprised and somewhat taken aback to read in the paper last week the request for 
information appeared to have been refused around the provision of abortion services, I think, 
let’s say there was a very limited response from FIG. And I can tell you that I wasn’t alone in 
that sense of dismay, I’ve had a number of representations, primarily from women, but not 
exclusively, sharing what I believe are entirely legitimate concerns about the response and 
hence the decision to ask this question without notice in the House today. It’s not a step I 
would normally take, but I did feel that some explanation was required and that this would be 
better dealt with quickly so the matter could be squared away. 
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Abortion is one of many vital provisions that come from our Health and Social Services, and I 
don’t believe it should be treated any differently from any other, not least in the respect of the 
readiness and availability of information. It’s incredibly important that women understand their 
options, not only relating to their rights to access abortion services, but that they know what is 
practically available to them, and that has just been set out by my Honourable Colleague. 
 
Unexpected or unintentional pregnancies happen, that is reality and it is really vital then that 
women should be absolutely free to make the decision that is right for them, for some 
individuals or indeed couples or families, this will be a difficult choice and I fully understand 
that it can be very emotional and very challenging. And for others it will be a much more 
straightforward or obvious decision. 
 
There are inevitably a range of personal circumstances or personal perspectives involved in 
these decisions and that is entirely an individual’s personal space. I believe whole heartedly 
that abortion is not something that anyone should feel any stigma or shame about, there should 
be no suggestion or hint of judgement. According to statistics, 1 in 3 women in the UK will 
have had an abortion by the time they are 45, so it’s not an unusual process, and I don’t believe 
it’s a subject to be only discussed in hushed tones. 
 
My concern was that in limiting the information that was made to the public about such an 
important service, there was a risk that albeit inadvertently, some sense of taboo could be 
perceived or indeed that women might not feel able to access the service that they need at the 
time when it is needed. For some, perhaps particularly younger women, there may be 
uncertainty or fear about how to approach this subject, knowledge is power and understanding 
what is available and how to access that is incredibly empowering. 
 
In the same way that mental and emotional well-being discussions, which we’ve had earlier 
today have become more open in recent years I think there is only benefit in normalising these 
conversations and ensuring that women are informed and are as comfortable as possible about 
their reproductive health choices so that they feel ready and able to seek help if it is needed. 
 
I should be absolutely clear though that I am in no way suggesting that our Health Service is 
anything less than exemplary in how it deals with women seeking abortions, I’m confident that 
in this, as in with other services provided, everyone is treated with great professionalism, care 
and empathy, with every effort being made to suit that individuals particular situation, as 
indeed has been set out by my Honourable Colleague in his response, that is reinforced through 
that response and I would not wish anyone to think otherwise. 
 
A side effect of this conversation has been about the perceived willingness of Government to 
share information and I think all in this room support transparent and open Government and the 
ready supply of information about our public services, in this case there was no suggestion that 
the Hospital should be giving out confidential detail, this was purely about outlining options 
that are available to women, in the same way as information is shared about any other 
treatment. 
 
Having heard the reasons set out for FIGs very limited response, I accept that it was well 
meaning and that there was no intent to restrict access to information or to cause distress or to 
suggest any stigma, and so I am reassured in that respect, no harm was intended, but we do find 
ourselves I think in a situation that could very easily have been avoided with just a little more 
openness, such as we’ve seen here today, and I hope that we can all learn from this. 
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I also believe that good has come from this conversation, in that it does appear that there is 
work to be done around formalising policy frameworks and indeed the funding of this service, 
which I have to say I believe should be on a par with other medical treatments overseas. I look 
forward to this work being taken forward and I hope that Honourable Colleagues will be 
supportive of that conversation and of getting some good outcomes. 
 
Mr Speaker, I’ll end by saying as with my Honourable Colleague, I’m openly pro-choice and 
fully support entirely without judgement, any persons’ right to make the decisions on their 
reproductive health, based on what is best for them. Thank you Mr Speaker 
 
The Honourable Teslyn Barkman 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I’m incredibly grateful for my Honourable Colleague Leona 
Roberts raising this in the House today and for the time of the Director of Health and Social 
Services yesterday to discuss this in a bit more depth before the sitting of this House. 
 
In a way it is incredibly helpful that we were inquorate last week so that we have an 
opportunity to reach the public in a timely manner on this issue. I too am pro-choice, I’m pro-
transparency and I’m pro policy and structure. And like my Honourable Colleague think this is 
a really helpful discussion which led us to understand that there isn’t a formal policy in place, 
and to me I think this is causing or exasperating some of the issues here around communication 
and I think this can hopefully be easily set aside so I support the sentiment just outlined to 
address this formally. 
 
And I would high-light that there have been abhorrent things said by previous politicians and 
representatives of the people, comments which have no right to be repeated in this House, but I 
do feel that they were designed to inspire shame on what should be a medical service around 
reproductive health, covered by the current Medical Treatment Overseas Policy, if its needed. 
 
I think, it is not pleasant to have surgery and to suggest that it’s a casual consideration is as I’ve 
said completely abhorrent. Support should also be offered if requested and a person’s financial 
position is a factor in whether they can access surgical treatment for reproductive health 
overseas and that is I think creating a stigmatisation around this, which I know that the hospital 
shouldn’t support as a level of medical priority, it shouldn’t be dealt with differently I 
completely believe. 
 
So I think having it outside of formal policy also heightens the risk of anonymity being 
breached which has been something mentioned as a priority around this as well as that 
stigmatisation, that surgical termination of pregnancies after 9 weeks are being dealt with 
differently, so I welcome the comments in the House today and would like to voice my 
support. 
 
The Honourable Mark Pollard 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker and I would like to thank my Honourable Colleagues for all the things 
they’ve said so far and for bringing this debate out into the open. I too am pro-choice and I’d 
urge any Honourable Colleagues who aren’t to state their convictions publicly, and I think 
absolutely we should be looking to formalise our policy in this regard. 
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On the flight only aspect, again this is within our gift to look at and make policy around that. It 
doesn’t sit very comfortably with me either that we treat this differently, we’ve talked in the 
House today about stigmas and addressing stigmas and I think by actively choosing to treat this 
in a different way that we treat all other medical treatments then we are compounding that 
stigmatisation of the issue so I think it’s on us to address that. 
 
My Honourable Colleague Gavin Short mentioned that essentially the policy here is under the 
remit of the Elected Members of this House and not the people in the hospital and I would just 
like to repeat that, if anyone feels strongly that being pro-choice and helping give these people 
a choice of what the future holds for them is the wrong thing to do then I’d urge them to come 
and talk to us and not lobby medical practitioners, they are merely doing what is instructed and 
best they see. Thank you Mr Speaker, that’s all I had to say. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Does any other Honourable Member wish to comment or raise a supplementary question? No.  
 
Honourable Members, I’m very conscious that we have a somewhat critical quorum situation 
and I’d like to change the order in which we are taking business now. We have a Bill before us 
which has to go through, it’s the Supplementary Appropriation Bill and I’d like to take that 
next unless any Honourable Member has any major objection to that.  No. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Order of the Day: Bills. Supplementary Appropriation Bill (2021-2022) Bill 2022, as tabled 
this morning this Bill has not been Gazetted and we go for the first reading. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
The Acting Financial Secretary. 
 
The Acting Financial Secretary 
 
Mr Speaker, I beg to move the first reading of the Bill. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you, and a seconder please? 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Mr Speaker I second the motion. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink to second. The motion is the Bill be read a first time. Is there any 
objection to that motion? There is no objection, the Bill will be read a first time. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
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Supplementary Appropriation (2021-2022) Bill 2022. 
 
The Acting Financial Secretary 
 
Mr Speaker, this Bill provides for Supplementary Expenditure of £7,691,000, this relates to 
approved carry-overs from the 2020-21 financial year, which total £4,925,838 and have not yet 
been appropriated as 2021-22 had not yet required this. 
 
It includes FIMCo funding of £125,000 which was approved by ExCo paper 09-21, and other 
items account for £2,640,162 relating to known variances which have been monitored by 
Standing Finance Committee throughout the year. These include in Health costs associated 
with emergency evacuations and medical treatment overseas, which post-Covid has seen an 
increase in demand for this service. 
 
In the Public Works Department, fuel price per litre has been higher than budgeted and repairs 
and maintenance of major equipment has been in excess of original budgeted values due to 
higher production. 
 
In the Executive, higher FIGO flight passenger volume, which has been offset by greater 
passenger revenue. And within the Treasury, made up of two elements, there’s budgeted 
savings for anticipated attrition and recruitment which has historically been held in Treasury, 
whereas the actual savings go through the cost centre where the employee will be paid and 
secondly, investment losses which are more than offset by investment gains which were 
reported under Treasury income. The amount appropriated for the Treasury is more than offset 
by those salary savings in other departments and the Treasury income. 
 
The Bill provides the legal authority for the additional sum of £7,691,000 replacing the sum of 
£7,143,000 which was authorised by the Financial Secretary on contingencies warrant 1 and 
£548,000 being final expenditure in excess. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you, and you would like to move the Bill be read a second time? 
 
The Acting Financial Secretary 
 
Yes, I do 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you, and a seconder please? 
 
The Honourable Roger Spink 
 
Mr Speaker I second the motion. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, the Motion is that the Bill be read a second time. Is there any objection 
to passing that motion? There is no objection the Bill will be read a second time. 
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Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Supplementary Appropriation (2021-2022) Bill 2022 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Honourable Members, is there any objection to taking this Bill by the short procedure? There is 
no objection. Does any Honourable Member wish to propose any amendments to the wording 
of the Bill? There are no amendments. I declare that the Bill be read for a third time and do 
pass. 
 
Clerk of the Assembly 
 
Supplementary Appropriation (2021-2022) Bill 2022 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
We’ll return to the Order paper now as set out. I’m conscious that we have two Honourable 
Members that are returning from their sick leave and one that is perhaps about to start. Would 
you prefer to have a short recess, now for say 5 or 10 minutes?  
 
Okay, the House will recess for 10 minutes. 
 
The House resumes. 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
We have reviewed the Order paper as set out and in fact there is no urgent business now to be 
done today. I’ll call upon the Honourable Chief Executive to propose the motion for 
adjournment. 
 
The Honourable Chief Executive 
 
Thank you Mr Speaker, I beg to move that this House stands adjourned sine die 
 
Mr Speaker 
 
Thank you. Does any Honourable Member wish to speak to that? No. The House stands 
adjourned accordingly. 
 
 
 
 
Confirmed this 29th day of September 2022 
 
 
 

______________________________ 
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 Speaker of the House 
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