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Dear Lord NORTHFIELD,
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This is me lying half dead in a Bali hospital the day after the Bali Bombings on October 12th 2002. My lower right arm had to be amputated. I have since made a full recovery without receiving any financial assistance from the government.

The government does not provide any compensation to its civilians who become victims of terror abroad. However, the government does provide compensation for its civilians who become victims of terror within the UK. The government also provides compensation to non British nationals who become victims of terror at home (for example non British victims of the 7/7 tube bombings have received compensation).  
The government also provides an abroad compensation package for military personnel injured while off duty abroad (which is to be extended to include those who become victims of terror while on duty in Iraq and Afganistan, as it is legally deemed, that they are injured by criminal activity and not enemy activity (because the end of “at war” hostilities ended in May 2003).
It is therefore my belief that British civilians who become victims of terror abroad are treated second rate! The implementation of this Bill is a great opportunity to rectify this unfairness.
From the start of this campaign, I have now received some feedback from one Lord saying that “You should have a personal insurance policy”. His Lordship is therefore not willing to back the Bill. I agree with the Lord in that British Nationals travelling abroad must ensure that they are suitably covered and that they have checked the travel advice provided by the Foreign and Commonwealth Office. There are many types of travel insurance and most do not provide cover for acts of terrorism. Much work needs to be done to improve the public’s awareness of those clauses and that the government does not currently provide compensation to the 60 million British people who travel each year. 
Nor does travel insurance provide cover for those who travel against the Government’s advice. Also page 29 of the Government’s Travel Advice Booklet says that assistance may not be given if you have travelled against their advice too.
Governments reserve saying “Don’t go there” because it directly affects the other country’s tourism industry and that they can do the same back. After the six explosions in Bangkok on New Years Eve 2006, our government’s advice was “To be aware”. The advice on travelling to Bangkok is still ok. 

Travel advice could also change while you are already in the affected country. So you may be adequately insured one day but not the next. What happens then?
So, supposing you now travel to Bangkok and become a victim of terror, you may receive help as explained earlier where the government meets initial medical costs. However you will not receive long term medical costs and compensation to meet you and your dependants’ needs. I therefore refer you to section 5 of the Bill that takes into account any cover that is provided by other policies and claims. So this Bill isn’t a “free for all” where claimants could receive compensation twice. In my opinion, the Bill is well measured and well thought through. Perhaps the Bill can also serve as a “top up” if sums received from other policies are insufficient to meet the dependants’ needs.
Terrorism has a “knack” of striking when and where it is least expected. In my particular case, Bali was a surprise target. The travel warnings were inadequate and the British reaction was useless. Luckily the company I work for paid the medical costs for which the FCO quoted my Mother £20,000 to find. If I worked for the council and had dependants, I’d be in a very difficult position. I’d have to re-mortgage my house.

I also question whether the current domestic Criminal Injury Compensation Scheme (CICS) should pay out to non British Nationals who are also able to claim from their own country’s compensation scheme? 

That’s why I am drawing your attention to Lord Brennan’s Bill and asking you to provide your full support and to participate in this important debate. 

I hope I have increased your awareness of this topic and hope you agree there is much to be debated.

It is widely acknowledged that the World has changed post 9/11 but it is my view that the British government has failed in its duty to consider the implications of that event on the travelling 60 million British public. 
Thank you.


Yours sincerely
Paul Lawrenson
