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P.49/2022  
 

PROPOSITION 

 
THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are of opinion − 

  

 to refer to their Act of 6th November 2013, in which it was agreed, amongst 

other things, that conventional hustings meetings should be web streamed, and to 

request the Privileges and Procedures Committee to film hustings in parish halls at the 

next and subsequent general elections rather than only film proposed online hustings, as 

is currently suggested. 

 

 

DEPUTY J.M. MAÇON OF ST. SAVIOUR 
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P.49/2022 

 

REPORT 

 

As seen in written answers 54/2022 and 81/2022 PPC has taken upon itself to 

completely change the hustings provisions with no consultation from anyone who has 

participated in, or has had to organize, hustings. 

  

The filming of hustings is a centrally approved resource provided by the States 

Assembly. PPC has decided to change this without referring this proposal back to the 

Assembly - reducing the budget allocation for this work and then using the money to do 

work elsewhere without States Assembly approval. This is despite the fact that the 

Assembly specifically authorised the web streaming of hustings in adopting P.110/2013. 

  

The forced online provision, in the States Assembly, removes the ability of candidates 

to choose the rules of their hustings or how they operate. It's a take or leave it offering 

from PPC - this is unacceptable. If candidates do not want to use the provision in the 

States Assembly they then lose the chance of any funding for filmed and uploaded 

hustings. 

  

There is no explanation offered as to how questions will be vetted to ensure, for 

example, questions are from the registered voters in the designated district.  Further 

there is no guidelines as to how candidates can change any of the rules governing this.  

  

How are planted questions to be dealt with?  

  

What are the rules governing electronic devices whereby candidates can receive answers 

to questions from those asking them in real time?  

   

How will individuals who don't have access to the Internet be able to participate in a 

meaningful way? 

  

And so on and so forth. 

  

This move also breaches the Venice Commission principles in that any changes to 

elections and their processes should be in place at least a year before a (general) 

election.   

 

The due process to govern a hustings process is very important but has to be agreed by 

the participating candidates. 

  

It's bizarre to have a situation whereby PPC has confirmed that hustings are the 

responsibility for candidates but then wishes to impose its own model for hustings with 

the associated allocated funding with no consultation or States Assembly approval and 

remove centrally funded resource for those that do not wish to use this format. 

  

 

 

Financial and manpower implications 

 

The Greffe has been allocated a specific budget for the election, from which the web 

streaming of conventional hustings can be accommodated. Other election initiatives 

may need to be cut in order to ensure hustings can be filmed, or additional budget for 

the election may need to be found from other elements in the Greffe budget. 

https://eur02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fstatesassembly.gov.je%2Fassemblypropositions%2F2013%2Fp.110-2013.pdf&data=04%7C01%7C%7C561e40c717eb46a6091508da01af5e93%7C2b5615117ddf495c8164f56ae776c54a%7C0%7C0%7C637824149971532011%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C3000&sdata=eOyTPISpX5VXKvcJFJQqhdfxlrZU0Xx2%2BGMc%2Fxfz2ZE%3D&reserved=0

