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Deputy J.H. Young of St. Brelade (Chairman)

Welcome to this hearing of the Environment Scruftanel. | think before we start |
would just like to go around the table. | thinkuyknow our side but just for the
record, Deputy John Young, | am chairman of theehahe Connétable of St. John,
who you know very well, and the Deputy of St. MiaytDeputy Luce; we are the 3
main ... and our support officer. Perhaps you @&qusét introduce yourself for the
record please.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Deputy Duhamel, Minister.

Chief Executive Officer:
Chief Executive Officer for the Department of thevitonment.

Business Manager:
Business Manager for the Department of the Envirmtm

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you very much. Today is the first of our dqedy meetings with the Minister
and we have an agenda of 10 major items and we fiemeeved from 10.00 a.m. to
12.30 p.m. for the meeting. There is a lot to cov&Vhat | will try and do as
chairman is broadly keep us, if we can, to aboutnirtutes on average per item but it



is accepted that some of the items are probablye nmportant and will need more.
Deputy Luce has to leave for an unavoidable appwnt at 11.45 a.m. so that will
happen. Now, | think there are some formal thingeed to do before we start to
draw everyone’s attention to the code of behavioumembers of the public that is
displayed on the wall there and in particular etmut devices, please, mobile phones
to be switched on to silent. Please, visual imagesudio recordings by the public
will not be permitted and please if you want to eadrink, please leave the room
quietly and do so outside. | would ask that memladéithe public do not interfere in
the proceedings and as soon as the hearing ibduhito leave quietly. Members and
witnesses may, of course, make themselves avaitdavards, after the meeting is
closed, and that communication should take pladsideithe building. Just, again,
for the record, it is an important thing, for theke of witnesses please could you
confirm you have read and understood the witnegersent that you have in front of
you?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you very much. One thing that | am ... itig first meeting as chairman, we
have got some pre-prepared material but | am gmiriging in my colleagues on the
panel as we go through and we will play that by, éathat is okay. The first
guestion, Minister, you were elected a year agduily and you have clearly had time
to work out your priorities. Can you tell us whatu think are the 3 most important
achievements you want attributed to you as a Manibly the time you finish your
office?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, | certainly can. At least 2 of them, | thinkwant a proper affordable homes
policy for the Island to deliver more opportunities the poorer end of the public
sector to enable them to own their own propertyaitong term view of reducing the
amount of support that those persons would otherwisbe in a position to get
through other departments, from Social Securitywbatever, and help. It is pretty
clear that owning a roof over your own head gives @ large element of security.
The next main thing to cover is whether you have egmugh work to put food in

your belly and to pay your hospital bills and thenie that, look after your health.

So that is the first one.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Okay, well we are going to cover the affordablegoin more detail in a moment.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

The second one is to bring forward an energy pap€he Island signed up to
international treaties and agreements to delivdyaradioxide reductions in emissions
and to change the emphasis in which the Island aisebuses its energy. Okay, fair
enough, | will have to speak louder.

Deputy J.H. Young:
If you can just clarify there, the energy paper,atvparticular aim, do you say,
Minister?



The Minister for Planning and Environment:

That is with an aim of encouraging new lifestyleacbes in order to generally use
energy more wisely. Although it is an energy Whitegper the whole principle really
moves into other areas about wise use of resowgeasrally. The third one is
probably everything else and that is to ensuretti@planning system is amended, or
at least reviewed, to bring forward consideratiord &a new appeal system to
discharge the Planning Law and regulations to geghiat extent we can streamline
the service, to improve on the service and to gibetter service.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you for that. | think, again we have gotsiagtems on the agenda so we will
be coming back to those, Minister. Looking at big picture then, your last point

there, you said “everything else”. What is in yound and your time commitment, |

suppose? The balance of your contribution as Minisetween the built environment
and planning and the broader environmentalist daspkeow would you put it?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| would probably put it as 70/30, 70 for the enmimzent and 30 for the planning. One
of the things that | am mainly interested in is getting bogged down in the detail of
the planning application and you can see that fiteennew protocols that we brought
forward to govern ministerial behaviour and thenpiag application and Members’
behaviour in deciding the detailed stuff. What particularly interested in is long
term strategic planning. | think it is an areatthas possibly been, not necessarily
missed out but certainly been relegated to secondir best within the department
for a large number of years. Although we do hav®-gear plan, the Island Plan, |
think there are other issues, strategically, tlmabgyond that. One of the prime areas
would be masterplanning of the Island through tlaiing Ministers is encouraged
and enabled to bring forward detailed masterplahglwset out how areas should
develop over the next 10, 20, 30 years. You cantise thrust and the direction of
those policies with the energy structure that isicg forward. It is not necessarily
for immediate delivery, it is longer term thingsdanthink that is a fundamental shift
in where | want to come from.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| think the Constable wants to get in.

Connétable P.J. Rondel of St. John:
On the masterplanning, are you ... am | pickingvilges here that you are moving
away from your predecessor’s view on masterplarthing

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Well, if you could remind me what my predecessor&sy on masterplanning was |
could comment on it.

The Connétable of St. John:

Shall we say on the waterfront, we brought in Hapkiet cetera, | think he had a
certain view of doing things. Are you going to tinoe with that or are you going to

be looking at masterplanning from within the Islaa do it the Jersey way instead
of from off Island?



The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, well, certainly | would encourage all locahyrs to play a part. Certainly as
part of my election promises and the things | pumvard to be nominated for the job
was to see if | could encourage local developméarigoat the more detailed end to
encourage people and residents who live in a pdati@area to have a greater voice in
how their communities develop into the future. flisaat the more detailed end. But
if you look at the masterplans that have not beemedve have got various States
bodies pulling in different directions for the haup area and the airport. We have
not, until fairly recently, enabled a greater tearkvapproach between health and in
terms of the provisions, perhaps, for a new hokgitd the location of those services.
We have recently asked our officers to get involweth making preliminary links
and linkages for masterplanning for the educatiervises because we are talking
about population. As it is, there are further fatuequirements for opening new
primary schools and perhaps reorganising the cagohrareas and things like that
which are all long-term masterplanning issues.

Deputy J.H. Young:

If 1 could come in there, Minister, and that sourtdsme like a very long and very
demanding list of projects. Are you saying thatihe moment, your department is
not geared up or our system of Council of Minisieraot geared up fully to deliver
what you have said you would like to see?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

The overlap with the Council of Ministers is a faitenuous one at the moment but
that is something that should be done as well.o ihdt really think that we have

pulled all the plugs out, so to speak, to engadgeng-term masterplanning in a way
that would satisfy.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So would that be a priority of yours to try andttat, Minister?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
It is a priority, yes.

Deputy S.G. Luce of St. Martin:

If I could just ask the Minister. | have to saghare your enthusiasm for long-term
masterplanning especially in some areas that yoeady mentioned. One in
particular would be La Collette which you have nieméd specifically which | have
always had a personal interest in a large scalg-ferm masterplan. But could | just
ask a specific question at this point, where do g@eithe problems, or do you see the
problems with Buncefield being resolved in suchaywhat we can use La Collette
for the purposes for which it was initially interutfe

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, | think that is exactly it. | mean we havetg.. the fuel farm will have to be

relocated at some stage and that really is thmftige ointment, so to speak, which is
stopping redevelopment of the area in a way thathaps, would provide greater
benefit to the Island than what we have got atrttuenent. In the absence of true
masterplans we seem to have gone from pillar td jpogerms of what we do with



particular areas and it is an ad hoc approach aité glearly that does not always
deliver what is best into the future.

Deputy J.H. Young:

So, Minister, what you described, if that sounde lan example, if | may come in
there, La Collette and the Buncefield is an exanopline gaps in the masterplanning
regime at the moment, would you agree that?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, 1 would. | mean we have had various bodlesieans Harbours and Airports
and the W.E.B. (Waterfront Enterprise Board) autiiand indeed some other bodies
have come up with ad hoc wish lists as to what ldgveent they would like to see
down at La Collette but the links through to thari?ing Department and in fact the
absence of having the Planning Department beingale position to drive the
masterplan considerations has been noticeably ab3éonse are the areas that we are
putting in gear in order to remedy the situation.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Could I just ask in the big list of major mastendavould you see La Collette at the
top of the list?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

No, | think with masterplanning it is difficult.f {ou tend to put your priorities all in
one place then it means that some other equallgiitapt areas might be ignored so |
think | would rather try and set up 2 or 3 largesrkvstreams and as far as possible
see if we could run all of those in parallel. Bhbere will be issues in terms of
funding. The department do not have access toelagms of money for
masterplanning although the States did decide ithae were going ahead in this
fashion, and that is what they did decide, thersysreably those monies should be
forthcoming.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Right, how much have you got available, Minister?

[10:15]

Chief Executive Officer:

Well, at the moment we do not have ... we havexastieg budget; we do not have a
dedicated budget for masterplanning. We put aspresbid in for the medium-term
financial plan to say that if we are serious ab#oing a lot of this work ourselves
in-house then we need to resource it appropriatdle. have spent significant sums of
money, as the Constable has referred to in the pasérms of how we procured
masterplans previously and they have been very nsige ways of procuring
masterplans. We put a bid in for ... it is a @figbid for £100,000 extra resource for
the next 3 years. The majority of our resourceutiin, is our people so we have got a
planning policy projects team of 6 officers andréheill be a couple of those who are
focused on supplementary guidance and masterplgnnin

Deputy J.H. Young:



Thank you for that. If we can perhaps come backhet as | got the issue of
resourcing but clearly there is a link between er@sanning we have got there. |
think you wanted to get back in, Constable.

The Connétable of St. John:

| am going to get back in on that issue with Buretdfand La Collette, et cetera.
Now given that in the 1990s we were supposed tmdang the Kosangas of St. John
down to La Collette, has the policy changed ot changing because | see there is an
extension being proposed for Kosangas at the b&dt.oJohn with their bottling
plant, et cetera. That was all supposed to be thgears ago. Is the policy
changing? Is this all within the old masterplas,it? Is there something that is
happening that we do not know about?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think with the company who run the gas in Jersey mean there are discussions
that have taken place fairly recently because tteyave extensive sites within the
town area which is part of the North of Town Magtan. What is being encouraged
at the moment is for their other lands, up at 8tnJor wherever, to be put into the
melting pot. Now, in addition to what they miglequire for new facilities for the
importation of liquefied natural gas or whatevewdahe harbour area but all of this
is really tied into what long term must be consadein order to bring about the
betterment of the area. It is pretty clear thatfilel farm is a huge constraint at the
moment and ways and means have to be found in twragrcourage reorganisation of
those facilities in order to allow the better reelepment of the whole port area.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So we could take that, Minister, as one of youonies? That is one of the major
planning issues. Does that clear up your partiqudént on that?

The Connétable of St. John:

If I could just go slightly further into that, Clieanan, given that in the past we have
discussed ... it has been discussed at a highel, levving the fuel farm to other
places, i.e. St. Catherine, Ronez, et ceteral thatldead in the water or is that all up
for grabs, yet again?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

No, | would say some of them are more dead in thmthan others and | think if we
are going to talk in terms of port relocation ofifiies then | think Ronez comes top
of the list.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Right, okay, so if | could come back to the broagieestion, Minister, obviously you
have made, and | am trying to sum up what | thimlkave heard you say and please
correct me if | am wrong, is that masterplannimgpioved masterplanning, long term
planning, is one of your main priorities. You hayat a long list of projects, you have
outlined some of them, identified key ones at Ldléli® and the issue of the fuel
farm but you are stuck for resource, if | may puikie that, at the moment. You have
made a bid in the medium-term financial plan fardiing to have external support. In
your answers to the Connétable | think you prefeuge locally based resource, local



expertise and so on to help but you have got a owep problem. Is that a fair
summary of ...

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think that is a fair summary. | mean the otlteng that is worth noting at this stage
is that previous incumbents of this particular gotal indeed the Treasury managed to
find significantly larger sums of monies. When leked for the EDAW Masterplan
exercise that was done a number of years ago atdmis sort of in the order of
£250,000 so that puts our bid into context. Wenraebeing greedy, we are asking
for £100,000 up front to start the process off. viobsly, if a better funding stream
could be found then the workload could be accederddut if we have to find the
monies from within our existing budgets then théyasther route, and 1 think the
Chief Executive Officer would agree with me on thise, in terms of planning fees
and apportioning some of the monies into a sepa@tteo pay for the masterplanning
function.

Deputy J.H. Young:

If we could come back to that, Minister. | woulld to, just before we close this
subject, just raise the issue of political suppddbviously, we spoke about logistics.
You, as Minister, have, | think, one Assistant Mier at the moment.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Half a Minister.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Can you describe to us what that role of that AastsMinister does and | would
particularly like to know whether that support degquate support for you to fulfil the
role that you have outlined?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

The half of the Assistant Minister that | was adltexd, she is primarily interested in
providing assistance on the environment front. &bes not want to be involved with
anything to do with planning and that was the ctodiupon which she was engaged.

Deputy J.H. Young:
You said “allocated”, who does this allocationthdan, you, as Minister ...

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

It is a political process that has to receive tigp®rt of the Chief Minister and there
is an element of veto in terms of which politiciaza be nominated for an Assistant
Ministerial post.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Could | take that to understand that you were yold could have half a Minister?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is that satisfactory in view of the workload yowhagust set out?



The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think at the moment it probably is but reallyhirtk the more pressing point is to
establish the links to a proper funding mechanisrartsure that whatever happens |
have got the officer support in order to carry i function.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you very much. One last closing questiorour@il of Ministers, you have
been a member of that body for some time now, @antgll us the percentage time
the Council of Ministers has spent discussing witlu environmental matters and
policy matters?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Very limited.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is that satisfactory?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Well, in the context of how the Council of Ministeorks it is probably as good as we
are going to get at the moment.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Okay, thank you, Minister. | think if my colleague.

The Connétable of St. John:
What kind of limited? Could you give us that inune please over the last 6 months?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Number of hours? Well, the way the Council of Mibers works is fairly ad hoc so it
is down to as much as individual Ministers comiogward to try and solicit the
support of other Ministers if they have got a matar large proposition that they
want to get through the States rather than sittmgn ...

The Connétable of St. John:
So am | reading that to mean that you had no largpositions to bring to the House
so therefore you have had next to none of theie?m

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

That is probably right. Yes, it probably goes liert than that to say | would raise
guestions and issues as to the efficacy of the evidduncil of Ministers anyway

because we do not, as a matter of course ...gHiging taped, | know, | am cutting
my own throat if | speak, but we do not, as a maifecourse, sit down and discuss
the long term issues which, | think, should be naeat drink to any political Minister.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you, Minister, for being open on that poihthink unless my colleagues want
to follow up any matters there | think we shouldwaon to the ...

The Connétable of St. John:



There was one while we are on this that | woulé k& ... in any masterplan that you
might be considering would you be looking at repigcall our explosive products,

i.e. fuels, gas, off Island and piping it in witln agreement with our cousins in
Normandy because it had been mooted 7 or 8 yeafs ag

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, it was mooted a while ago. All | can say hattrespect is that the pipeline
option that was considered by external consultaotgyested that whereas it might
well not have made commercial sense for one pédati¢uel form to be imported into
Island via a pipeline, there were questions masksoawhether or not the system
would be efficient if indeed you could deliver hadf dozen different fuels.
Interestingly enough a number of parties have céongreliminary discussions to
discuss whether or not a better route forward agdst for gas, might be to have not a
pipeline but an offshore terminal. So an offshereninal could be located in an area
which was not a danger for onshore industrial concrakactivity in such a fashion
that you would have a shorter pipeline link fromattherminal back on to land.
Certainly, it does look as if it could be commeligi@iable and feasible.

Deputy J.H. Young:

| think that we should come back to that one ontlerooccasion, | think, it is
obviously an important subject but thank you, Miais | think next on my list was
more with budgets and medium-term financial plagnir think we have probably
covered a number of the questions | just need ¢k pp. You have said that you
could not discharge your long-term forward plannsggvices, | think, fully. You

cannot meet the need with the resources you have go

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
| said it going to be difficult to achieve but wélwdo the best we can.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you, Minister, for clarifying that. Are theeany other services that you do not
feel you are able to fully discharge responsile$itboth on the planning side, planning
and building?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think it was subject to another report that thenitoring and regulatory functions,
and in particular for air quality or for water qigl Again, could benefit from extra
monies in order to assist in that capacity.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Right, that is more people or ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, | can elaborate a bit more. 1 think we sdrti@scribed previously we do what
we do with what we have got, frankly. | think theta fair summary and | think we

cover all of our bases ... we discharge all thesl#vat we have got. 1 think there is a
“could we do with more?” Yes, we could, | think t@aquality is one of those areas
that we could do a lot more monitoring, a lot massessment of that monitoring if
we had more people and certainly we would condidat is a growth bid under the

medium-term financial plan as well following theview of water quality that took



place last year. So that is certainly an area evtiere is a lot of pressure. We could
do a lot more with more resource there. The plagmnpolicy side of things.
Generally we have ... as | say we have got 7 offige planning policy, 2 of which
are concentrating on our historic buildings andtistoric environment. So we have
5 other officers, one is the manager of the teamesdjuite a range of functions but
we have one focusing in on waterfront and thosesaand we have got 4 other
officers, one of who takes a leading role on tiggtai mapping side of things as well.
We have got probably about 40 or 50 supplementkmynmg guidances to produce
plus masterplans on top of that. So there is gptegsure there. The Island Plan now
approved has a huge range of guidance notes thaheed to be produced. You will
have seen on our press releases we are pretty ofuching these out now on a
conveyor belt but it is a big pressure. They A2 areas which | would say we are
very pressurised on.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Would it be true to say that many policies of teahd Plan that the States have
approved are dependent upon the production of tlsegglementary planning
guidances before the policies can be put into place

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

They are not dependent. | mean the nature ofupplementary planning guidance
note, as you know, is to add a bit more flesh ogblicy. | mean the policy should
really have been written in a format clear enoughé interpreted.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
| know this is a bit out of the blue but it is aegtion going on to masterplanning and
financing and all sorts of other stuff being retateCould | just ask a question about
compulsory purchase and whether you feel thatnsesioing we need to use more in
the view of a masterplan?

Deputy J.H. Young:
Could I come back to that, would you mind, SteveRink it is a really good question
but I would like that in a context, would you mind¥ologies for that.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Right, okay.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| will make a note.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

One other comment, if | may, is that just receiittiwas suggested by myself to the
Council of Ministers that there was an opportumnityake on a sizeable number of the
unemployed, those who had found themselves oufja pust recently, to assist us in
the environment work that otherwise would not anldaot be done as quickly.

Deputy J.H. Young:

So your funding ... so far you have told us abautthe S.P.G.s (Supplementary
Planning Guidance), you talked about long-term qlaiYou have told us about air

10



and water pollution monitoring. Are there any atgaps that you are going to be
bidding for?

Chief Executive Officer:
They are the 2 main ones on revenue. We haveogm bids relating to capital.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Can you tell us what they are?

Chief Executive Officer:

Capital related to our fixed assets. The weathdar is the biggest asset we have.
That needs a further refit in 2014 and basicallis tis constant upgrading of
components because they wear out and the technolamnges. There will need to be
an asset replacement of that at some stage inftinef

The Connétable of St. John:
We cannot buy that service in from off-Island?

Chief Executive Officer:

The radar, no, because it is geographically bas®al.the radar covers the Channel
Islands and is part of the U.K. (United Kingdomdytpof British Isles weather radar
network. So the radar, itself, was funded, inigiaby the U.K. Met. Office back in
the day when it was put in with a deal that it ismaged and maintained by us. As |
say, it feeds into the British Isles Network. Asesult of that we get a lot of free
information from the U.K.

The Connétable of St. John:
Can | pick up on that, you said “managed and maetd but replacement would
come on to them, surely.

Chief Executive Officer:
Well, | think the deal was that we initially gotrfding from them but we could try. |
would not have thought that very fertile territory.

The Connétable of St. John:

The way they are kicking us at the moment we shbaldcrewing them, making sure
they are held to account on anything we have sigipettd because if we are supposed
to maintain it, it is one thing but any replacemerielieve, we should be looking at
our paperwork.

[10:30]

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, well, the asset itself is our asset to useotorown service provision so that is
where, you know, it is ... it should be badged asrategic service for the Channel
Islands. It is a Channel Islands wide service.tt#o is a big area, how we fund the
capital, | think there are a number of optionsibig a big capital pressure.

Deputy J.H. Young:

11



| wonder if | could just ask you a supplementarnesiion on this point; are you

satisfied that the current setup, the way the Mbdfice is structured within your

budgets and so on enables sufficient priority foattservice to sustain a decent
weather service?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, we have just undertaken a big review. Ther® dways been an underlying
guestion about can we privatise the Met. Servibat tvas raised by the Auditor
General back in, | think, in 2007. The Public Agnts Committee of 2 years ago
asked the same question. We have undertakenayjbitg review of the Met. Service
over the last 12 months. What it has concludedasit is cheaper to do it here than it
would be to buy in from the U.K. Met. Office. Weae done some benchmarking
data as to what it would cost. So the added valiaving the service here as well, it
also adds a lot of value to a lot of services dameltin effect, get a lot of free
information from the Met. Office which helps, cenlg, with our drainage and
pumping and schools and emergencies, et ceteregteta. | think we have been
looking at costs. The costs have come down sulisitgmover the last ... if we go
back 7, 8 years we have gone down from 25 staibte 14, so we have nearly halved
the staffing base. Technology is improving andharee invested in technology. So it
is an evolving picture. | think we can do morehnitt The review has concluded that
we could be looking at evolving it with far moreeusf technology, I.T. (Information
Technology), the web, that sort of thing. We a@king at the staffing base and what
we currently we do. The relationship with thefance is another key one. We have
just signed a new service level agreement which new 8-year agreement with the
airport to continue to provide their data. Thasvienchmarked with the U.K. Met.
Office and we came out a lot cheaper. Yes, inigwolving piece. The other benefit
of keeping it on-Island is that that is on-Islaqeisd and on-Island resilience, if you
like.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Absolutely, thank you for that. | think what | wad to establish was whether there
are any urgent issues. It sounds to me, if | may sip, that there is an ongoing
maintenance issue of asset replacement, and swaper investment and keeping up,
but it is not one of those areas that at the morgeuntcannot sustain or meet the
objectives that you have got?

Chief Executive Officer:

No, | would agree. | think we are now enteringasipive period, we can be very
proud of this service. It is a Channel Islands-wséevice that we provide. We have
just recently taken on 2 trainees, local girls Wwiawe just taken on a trainee role to
grow them into the roles as well. | think the pretis very rosy.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you very much.

The Connétable of St. John:

| would like to come in on that, please? The redseing, we are the U.K., Jersey,
Channel Islands-orientated. We are only 14 milgayafrom France; they have got
their own weather stations there. We sit in thg dMont Saint-Michel/St. Malo
and yet what work do we do with our French cousiieause to me it is ludicrous
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that we appear to be doing everything that waythése no savings to working with
our French cousins?

Chief Executive Officer:

We trade a lot of information with France Météovadl. As | say, we are not just
part of the British Isles Weather Radar Networlsoathe European Weather Radar
Network, so we trade a lot of information. We hawebably assessed in the review
that the information that we receive is probablyttwocommercially, about £750,000
per year. If we were privatised, then we would gett that information free, and that
is the biggest obstacle, | think, to any sort ofsourcing, that we would then be in
competition with private weather providers. | thithe French weather service does
cover areas. The question, | think, is about lgeallience and how much of the
service do we want on-Island, and how much do wetw#-Island, and how much
of the local conditions do we take into account@n&ally, | think even if we did buy
it from the French, if you like, we would still hao part with a lot of cash to get that
service in.

Deputy J.H. Young:

| wonder, because this is quite a specific subjetttink we have a good basis and a
position, and | think it would be good to come backl consider what has been said.
We may come back to that on another occasion ifutiaee.

Chief Executive Officer:

The other thing, Chairman, if | may, we are in fitecess of just finalising some of
this review work into documentation which we woudd happy to share with the
panel as to where our thoughts have gone.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you. | did stop Deputy Luce in his questidie have covered manpower, we
have spoken about revenue and capital. | think @&n important issue about ...
whether we have ruled out the use of compulsorgl Eequisition, because many of
the projects that you are describing, | want to iptid you, do you agree that they
have potentially got land acquisition requiremearighe end of them, those long-term
planning issues?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Not necessarily. The other way to play it is t@ sewe can seek to achieve or
encourage the property owners to work together.

Deputy J.H. Young:
But you would not rule it out, Minister?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| certainly would not rule it out. It is there adool in the toolbox of the Minister for
Planning and Environment to bring forward. Obvigug is not particularly popular
and never has been in the past, with States Meml#erd in the instances where we
have invoked it, it has been fairly expensive, lonbuld not rule it out.

Deputy J.H. Young:
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| think one point | would like to know is that ydwave the power to propose the uses
of land under the law, and yet the Minister for dery and Resources has the power
to deal with compulsory purchases, as | undersiiansl that correct? Is there a split
of responsibility?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
No.

Chief Executive Officer:
The power sits with the Minister for Planning anad/Eonment.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
The power sits with me.

Deputy J.H. Young:
The whole power sits with the Minister for Planneagd Environment?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you. Do you want to follow up?

The Deputy of St. Martin:

Not really. | was interested to know the answethtoquestion on the basis that if you
do have a long-term plan, which is 20 and 30 yaamsay well be that a small pocket
of land in the middle of a larger scheme is holdewgrything up, and you just accept

Chief Executive Officer:
| think it is a very good question. | do not thiwke have used it a lot in the Island, but
it is in the law as a tool if we need to.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Am | correct in thinking it is usually only invokddr educational or safety issues?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

No, it can be invoked for anything, if there is lastand-wide interest that has been
frustrated by the ownership of land issues, them ihthe nature of the law, to allow
the Minister for Planning and Environment to cutotigh that and to insist that the
land is taken under the States’ wing and peopleamgensated in the usual fashion.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Can | take it, Minister, that your mind is operdimthat where necessary?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, it is open to doing that, but | would also gesst that it is not going to be a power
that is going to be abused or meted out willy-ndlytoo often. It should only be a
power that is used when there is an overridingaeésr using it.
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Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you. | think at that point | would like ttbse that discussion and move on ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Chairman, if I may, just for completeness, the Reotcapital requirements we have
are the fisheries boats and our countryside imnasire, which are footpaths, car
parks, those sorts of things.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Fisheries boats, what, replacement?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, mid-life refit in 2014, and then it would beeala replacement at some stage.
Obviously, they come to the end of their lives.

Deputy J.H. Young:
The other one was?

Chief Executive Officer:
Countryside infrastructure, so footpaths and sofmeuo countryside car parks that
serve those routes.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

It probably goes a little bit wider than that, besa one of the things | am hoping to
bring forward is a new landscape strategy, and axee lalso got the extra increased
workload to determine whatever the Coastal Nati®taak management plan is going
to be.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Would that sit within the long-term planning isstileat you need resources for?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Could | ask if the Minister could give us a 30-setmverview of the landscapes
strategy?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, this is early days, and | only have 30 secorigist in my mind’s eye, | think it
should be said that when | come back to the Island,if people are honest, a lot of
the landscape is looking fairly tired. Within tFe@ming industry, we do not have a
lot of spare labour capacity, as we did in thedsgs, to look after the roadside walls
and the branchage, and the hedgerows. Althoughawe Trees for Life, or whatever
they are called these days, to look after somauofr@odlands, generally the state of
the woodlands compared to other woodlands elsewséagly mediocre, and there is
a phenomenal amount of “tidying up” work, if I cpat it that way, to improve the
look of the landscape. On the flip side, we doeheesponsibility within the law for
penalising farmers who are taking the bit betwekeairtteeth and ripping out
hedgerows. It is something that requires planpigmission, but of late a number of
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larger farmers are beginning to remove hedgerowgkhwvhre detrimental to the
historic aspects of the field structures.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Can | take it, Minister, doing something about tisadne of your priorities?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
It is a priority, but again, it depends how it @irgy to be funded. | have got a couple
of ideas in my mind.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| think for the moment ...

The Deputy of St. Martin:
| think we could possibly come back to this.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Yes, | think so. But clearly, what you are sayiagif | may again summarise - put
me right if | am wrong - that with the changes grieulture, farming, there are a lot
of areas of the countryside that do need some agguoaintenance in terms of public
access and so on.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Absolutely.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you.

The Connétable of St. John:
Lastly on that point, though, you mentioned solalyriculture, but are you not
concerned that developers are also removing hedgero

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

The Connétable of St. John:
... because that is a concern in my Parish.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Absolutely.

Chief Executive Officer:

| think the key part of the strategy would be tokliour biodiversity work, our
protection and enhancement work with development wadl, in terms of
contributions.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| have asked the department to look into fundingnalscape architect, because there
is work that not only could be done in the rurgbeag, but also for a lot of our
housing estates and in town areas. It is a long-&m to try and “green up” the

16



town as far as possible. It is happening in oft&ces, but obviously you can only do
what ...

The Deputy of St. Martin:

If I could just say, Chairman, | think there is aler sentiment here about maintaining
not just the infrastructure and the landscapehéontaintenance of historic buildings,
listed buildings, which we are going to come bagkirt the funding of how we
achieve that.

Deputy J.H. Young:

| think | am going to close this discussion todayis a really important subject.
Clearly, Minister, we have learned it is a prionitiyyours, and it is related strongly to
the resource issues and organisation. | want teenmow to the subject of meeting
housing needs, and if | may open up this discussiaring with the Island Plan 2011
which the States approved last July. | think, lagkthrough that, in preparation for
this meeting, there seem to be a series of politiese, and | think, generally, |
wanted to find out from you where you are with eaftthose. The first policy is
Policy H2 and Policy H2 sets out there were sores gioned previously by the States
at that time for first-time buyers and social rehteusing, 45/55 split, and then the
addition of Jersey Homebuy was added by amendme2®08. | wonder if you can
tell us where those 2 sites currently stand in seofmssuing development briefs.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think the officer can probably give you a lot raatetailed information, but my take
on it is that the H2 sites have been put on hditdtheir own rights they would not
have solved any perceived or actual housing prob#m this was the reason for the
thrust of the new Island Plan to seek to encouthgeegeneration of the town and to
take up the opportunity of doing most of your bunfglwork that needed to take place
in the next 10 years within built up areas.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Could | ask you to clarify that, because when aas the policy statement, | could
not see in the approved Island Plan that the padi@n hold? That particular policy
still reads as if it is current.

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, the purpose of H2 is, if you like, to take dqgproved sites from the previous
plan, the ones that were remaining, into the nekty framework. Certainly some
sites were on hold, frankly because of the statth@fdevelopment industry. One of
the sites, for instance, a small site at St. Lasgemas not progressed from the last
plan. There have been some tentative discussiamsa the site, for instance. We
have got other sites in the area, some of theohfglhome sites from the 2008
proposition; they were referred to.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Yes, | was going to come to those.

Chief Executive Officer:

Permissions exist, | believe, now, for all of tholset some are being built out, some
are not, and again, | think the state of the markgirobably the key pressure on
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those. So, they are there for completeness, @ceffThey were, if you like, perfectly
good H2 sites previously. They have been rolle€eronto this plan, so that is why
they arein ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
But they are privately-owned sites, are they not?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, they are.

Deputy J.H. Young:
What | am trying to get at is, we have a policy véhie land was zoned for a purpose
in the Island Plan?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

They were going to be developed for the purpostedta the plan, development
briefs issued for them, and | think what you haa& g0 us is that that has not
happened because in one case it might be the ntaakeatot asked for it, but also the
suggestion is that you have rolled them into yaw plan, as it were?

Chief Executive Officer:

They have been rolled over for completeness, irsémse that they are approved sites
for development to come forward on. The policyfasly clear on the split that is
required, so at the moment we do not have a Homeboguct to deliver on those
sites, so they would go for first-time buyer, sbogated purposes, and that is ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
Does that mean, then, that if an application caome/drd on those sites now, that
would fall within the policy?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.

[10:45]

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you for clearing that up. Also, there arauanber of sites under H2 which

were listed down as being safeguarded, or sometimnthe Island Plan, for future

housing development. | think to clarify, thoughhink those are probably the ones
that we were just talking about.

Chief Executive Officer:

What we have tried to do in this Island Plan isabet clearer as to: “Is this a housing
site or is it not a housing site?” The previousrid Plan had 3 tiers of types of
zoning: either H2, H3, or H4, sites, very confusiriyhat we have tried to do in this
Island Plan is say: “This is a housing site. [&itn there, it is a housing site.” It is as
simple as that.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you very much. Obviously, H1, though, if hyn there was another major
policy of development of States-zoned sites. Whestread the policy, | reminded
myself that the policy says that there will be anftaring of progress on those sites.

Chief Executive Officer:
That is right, yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

And one of the criteria will be planning applicat®being made within 12 months of
the plan. Now, 12 months of the plan, if my math&os is correct, comes out in July
2012.

Chief Executive Officer:
It is 29 June.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Sorry, 29 June, and here we are in late March] arahted to know, are you on target
to meet that date, and if not, is it now your ini@m to immediately review the
glasshouse sites which are listed as that poliggsa

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

No, I think we are on target, but that said, | khihe usual political kind of questions
and shenanigans lie in the system. There are d&upnf politicians who are in a
position to frustrate the aims of the Ministry Blanning and Environment in this
regard, potentially, and politically one is doindnatever one can in order to ensure
that the policy gets a fair crack of the whip.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| think, Minister, you need to help us a little raavith explanations there.

Chief Executive Officer:

The application will not come from our departmeitthe application will come from
Property Holdings or the Jersey Development Compsaaoyclearly it is within their
gift to lodge the application. We have made ityvelear what the trigger is, the
trigger date. We have issued the briefs in duerssuso they can lodge the
applications, so to a certain extent, the balloisim our court.

Deputy J.H. Young:
If I understand, then, that policy is dependentrugiee Ministry for Treasury and
Resources bringing forward a ...

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

We have difficulties because the policy for usihg States of Jersey Development
Company really centred on only dealing with landtthad been determined to be
surplus to States’ requirements. Now, if you sivd and think about it, if the piece

of land that is being discussed is to build furtheusing for affordable units or for

other purposes, strictly speaking it is not surglugequirements, so it should not
necessarily have to go through the States of Jebssaelopment Company to be
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procured. But that is the way it is being intetpdethrough the Treasury at the
moment. | think it is a flaw in the process.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Can | just ask, is it Property Holdings that det@emwhat land is potentially surplus
to requirements?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
| think it comes down to the Minister for Treasuanyd Resources.

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, well ultimately, Property Holdings is the ledebartment for that, and a number
of those decisions are made in the property plathi® States as a whole as to what is
surplus or not. So, there will be a clear flowt¢hhiat Property Holdings will go
through in determining whether any assets are gasser to the development
company. It is mainly the property plan which makeat decision.

The Deputy of St. Martin:

If I could just carry on? Just taking two stepsligacould | just be quite clear; what
you are saying is that there could be a delibesadtermpt by other Ministers or
ministries to not apply for sites, on the basig th#hey fall after the date you may
well then have to look at other sites for housing?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Absolutely, yes.

The Connétable of St. John:

Could I help, Minister, if | put in a question thatslightly different to that? Would it
not be uncommon for policies of a department taériled by any States Member
by bringing the proposition to the States on carti@ms?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

No, | do not think in this respect any other poldns are in a similar position to do it,
because it is only the Minister for Planning andviEBnment who has got the
planning powers to bring forward zoning re-proposis, or indeed to encourage
particular developments in a particular direction.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Again, if | may sum up, what you are telling ughat there is a policy of the States
agreed in July 2011 which is not being currentlyplemented, we are not going to
meet the targets...

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
No, | have not said that. | have said that theréhe potential for the policy to be
derailed, because the full responsibility and redois not lie within my hands.

Deputy J.H. Young:

But can | put it to you, Minister that, as you sardu are the only Minister that can
propose policies to the States for the Island Btaities under the Planning Law, and
the States have approved that policy, so that resipidity sits with you, does it not?
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The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, it does, but the States at the time put faiviars time limit without properly
giving it too much thought as to the usual hoops bad to be jumped through before
the policy could be delivered. That said, we as#egclose in delivering on at least
one site the quantum of units that have been asked

Deputy J.H. Young:
Which site is that, please?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Girls’ College.

Chief Executive Officer:

| think what the policy says that there is a triggeechanism if planning applications
are not submitted within 12 months. We are onréoeipt of the application, we do

not submit, so in that sense, there is the batlomeone else’s court to submit the
applications to make sure that that trigger is m&l. the indications are so far that

that will be met, for the threshold that the brigiat we have issued on the Girls’
College and also the Summerland site, 2 signifi@mholdings in town which are in

H1. There is a lot of work going on, certainly it the Property Holdings and

Development Company, to look at those sites. Soare expecting the trigger to be
met. | think what we are highlighting is the fdlcat in meeting the trigger, it is not

our gift to meet the trigger, if you like. An apgtion has got to be lodged with us.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Could I just ask the Chairman whether you wouldreded to go back to the House
to extend the date, if you felt that would help?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| am not saying | am at that point yet. Being ¢bernal optimist, | think that we have
done enough in order to ensure that we do mesetirttee | am just referring to the
potential of the system to ...

Chief Executive Officer:
In changing the date, we would need to lodge a &mamendment to the Island Plan
and go through the big process of why we were dngrpe Plan.

Deputy J.H. Young:
The whole process, okay.

Chief Executive Officer:

What we cannot obviously forget is why we had thigger inserted in the first place;
it is because other H1 sites were removed fromptbiey, so clearly we have the
agents and landowners of those sites looking vargfally at where the process is
going, and they will be lobbying very hard to brithgpse sites forward, | am sure, if
we do not meet the trigger. So it is a balandeoth parties.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
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Could I just finish by asking the Minister whethes thought the sites chosen for H1
in the Island Plan were the right ones, or whetteethinks some of the “secondary
sites”, shall we put it that way, were better?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

How do you mean? | thought the H1 sites were ates shat were going to be
deemed to be surplus to requirement, and thans & a bit of a circular argument. |
thought perhaps the better way of thinking abquand is certainly the interpretation
that | would put on it and maybe still do put onigt that any States sites should be
considered.

Deputy J.H. Young:
If I may come in; what | read the policy to say wiat there were 5 sites listed, but it
says that you are going to achieve 150 affordabheds from those sites?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So if you have got 150 on one site, that would ymesbly meet the policy?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, that’s right.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

But what you are saying to us is, | think - agé#imhget it wrong, put me right - is that
there is a dialogue with Property Holdings as tacWlof those sites is the ones that
are going to run early?

Chief Executive Officer:

| think what H1 does, if | take my Planning hat,oitf places an onus on the
landowner, in this case the States, to give 150dsoover and above what they would
have had to do anyway. Clearly, it is down to ldedowner to a certain extent to
decide where they feel is best for those homes. h#¥e indicated the sites that we
would like to see considered. Property Holdingdl wiso need to make a
consideration as to how they think that is bestagpracross the sites as well, but ...

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you for that. | am going to, if | may nowpwe on to H3, because obviously
this is a big subject, this provision of homes., H@ain, could you confirm, Minister,

that policy, although it was approved by the Stateas effectively put on hold

pending, | am not sure whether it is a working gron some subcommittee or other.
Perhaps you could clarify what it was put on holdlé? Is there a group doing that?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, there is a group. The group was convenedemat®r Cohen shortly after the
discussions and the debate on the Island Plamnk it was some 17 States Members
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who all indicated their willingness to sit on a dihtgoup in order to come forward
with the redefinition of the terms for “affordaltyii and other issues.

Chief Executive Officer:

If I could just clarify? | think what would be noal in an H3 Policy where the States
would have approved the policy in the Island Plag, would then be allowed, as
officers in the department, to produce a suppleargnguidance as we would do
every other bit of supplementary guidance. It westty clear. We had a couple of
amendments to the Island Plan that warranted thplementary guidance in effect
brought back to the House before that policy came éffect, which is, to a certain
extent, unique for the planning process, becalsestipplementary guidance does not
come back to the House, normally. The States Mesntdearly felt that they wanted
to see the detail of how the policy would work refthe policy came into effect. So,
we have agreed the principle of the policy, workhdsv underway, we have a draft
supplementary guidance and a viability model; we @rrrently in pre-consultation
with the industry on that. | think it is not suigoing the industry has got one view and
we have got another view. We will get a middlewyd there as to how this policy
will work in practice, and then it will come intdfect after a States debate.

Deputy J.H. Young:
When do you think it will get to the States?

Chief Executive Officer:

We are hoping to lodge before the summer, so nfasteowork has now been done:
S.P.G. and the viability model, that is currentlighathe industry. We have a meeting
with early April with the industry again, constrigst councils, to talk about how it

will work, so we hope to lodge our proposition ira

Deputy J.H. Young:
The H3 Policy, if it is agreed, finally, can yountom it will apply to all private
housing sites in accordance with the criteria apblicy, over 6 units?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, it will.

Deputy J.H. Young:
And in the meantime, when you get applicationstasé sites, you are not applying
the policy, presumably?

Chief Executive Officer:

It is a material consideration; however we do nawéha mechanism to say how it
would work, so the reality of the situation, pragitelly, if someone applies now for

a site over 6, it is not being applied because evaat have that mechanism in place.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So they are going ahead with the Jersey Homebugarts the whole policy put on
hold?

Chief Executive Officer:
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Saying that, we are not seeing a huge amount ohplg applications coming in for

those sorts of size residential schemes in any, t@sause of the market conditions,
but when that policy comes in, it will be looking development either providing a
commuted sum, or providing units on-site of annmiediate nature.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you for that.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Specifically, though, the Homebuyer’'s Scheme cabeaipplied at the moment.

Deputy J.H. Young:
No, but | suppose one clarification, the H3 Pollists a whole different type of
intermediate home housing, and it does not confgadf just to Jersey Homebuyer?

Chief Executive Officer:
No.

Deputy J.H. Young:

So, what | was trying to clarify is, if you get application for a site that includes
another type of intermediate housing, is that beioge in this kind of impasse, or is
the whole policy on ...

Chief Executive Officer:
Not at the moment, no. We are not asking for amyafely-led sites. We are not
asking for formal housing from those sites unii$ gholicy comes into effect.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Nothing? Okay, the whole thing is on hold.

The Deputy of St. Martin:

Could I just have one final question before we mawey from those particular kinds
of houses? Minister, you have indicated your topriy is affordable homes, and in
the past you have mentioned a number of £200,00an | just ask how you are
getting on with that, whether you are progressmthat direction?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, interestingly enough, the Statistics Departnmembout to produce another one
of their papers on the affordability of homes ie tBland, and from what | have been
told, and you can see from the report, it look# asy position on what | consider to
be true affordability is vindicated. The suggesttbere is that only 23 per cent, or
thereabouts, of persons within a particular sestmsld be unable to purchase units of
accommodation, were they able to be supplied aBPD®. So, as far as | am
concerned, that is pretty well bang on. The dedib#ity of these units is completely
tied up with the sites and the plans that come &oawfrom the Property Holdings
company or from the Ministry for Treasury and Reses, or wherever, to build on
Girls’ College. Certainly, there is work that igibbg undertaken to assess the number
of units that could be put on to that site, ananl @retty clear in my own mind from
the calculations that | have done that that typepée mechanism and level is
properly achievable.
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[11:00]

The Deputy of St. Martin:
That is very clear, thank you very much.

Deputy J.H. Young:

If you have any extra questions on housing befan®Vve on? | would like to change
the subject completely, now. Thank you, Ministed &hief Executive Officer. The
subject of Jersey architecture: obviously, we haWegot personal preferences and
views on this. Minister, would you like to tell ushat your own personal
architectural preferences are? Please tell ushehgbu like the Modernist glass and
steel grand designs, or whether you like more ti@atil Jersey-style building?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think it is probably wrong to ask me, becauss thimeat and drink to any planning
decisions that | may be called upon to make, bsuipgpose | can comment up to a
point. | quite like an eclectic mix, really. litk | am quite happy in some instances
to go along with the modern forms of architectut@olh generally bring forward or
have the potential to bring forward a greater fomedand organisation of the spaces
within the buildings, which is something that pgahe Planning Department has
not necessarily centred on with previous incumberifbere are 3 grounds, if you
like, to architecture, as far as | am concernetier@ are the frontages of buildings,
the facades, and that is generally the ones thathgemost discussion as to the
suitability or not. It is not at the top of mytlimecessarily. | think what is more
important is how the interiors function and arel laut for the residential uses that can
be accommodated within those buildings. Then, mionportantly, which is
something | was referring to previously, about th@sterplanning initiatives that we
want, is the way that groups of buildings work thge to provide communities and
neighbourhoods, and | think those 2 areas havéydeaén a little bit poor neighbours
to the fagade-ism approach of previous Ministéreat said | think there is a case for
building in the old idioms and to use natural materas far as possible for Jersey.
To be fair, outside of areas that are proposectddsignated as conservation areas it
is quite difficult to determine what it is we allean by Jersey architecture. If we go
back, as you have to for the historic record, gratuch all of the building that has
taken place in the Island has come from outsiddeflsland and at some stage there
were current fads and initiatives to change thedawvs away from French windows
to Georgian sashes or whatever to uncover or tercop raw granite frontages with
concrete stucco work or whatever, false pointing, Isthink for me the mixed
approach is probably the better one while at timesame paying proper attention to
those areas that merit one particular approaclesigd terms rather than another.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Would | be correct in summing up this way; your @@eh is you favour an eclectic
mix but you do not see a Jersey style?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| would not go quite as far as that but | am saywegwould all be challenged if we
were honest to put our finger on what we thinkis dersey style.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

Minister, your predecessor stated many, many tihigsentire priority was design.
Would you agree that many people see that we hadedeup with some designs
being interpreted as being modernistic, grand dssiglass boxes dotted all over the
Island?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

For me it is not so much a case of the sculptwralities of a building; it is how those
buildings fit into the landscape. That is the momportant point. You can have
buildings that on their own do not have any paléicumerit but if they are put in a
stunning landscape setting, you can in some ways down those imperfections and
come up with a scheme that looks good. Equaliyif do it in reverse you can end
up with some other interesting arguments. Itdase of judgment as we all know but
| think it would be wrong for any Minister for Plaimmg and Environment to say that it
just has to be pseudo-Jersey style farmhousesfging estates and Georgian villas
in town is the only format that can be acceptedhink there is room for modern
architecture as long as the building pays someestgp its setting.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Do you employ an architect in the department tasedapplicants?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
We did have but | take all the advice now through Architecture Commission.

Deputy J.H. Young:

My next question was going to be this; when aniappt approaches you with a site
does your department give them architectural adaie say to applicants: “This is
what we want to see on the site”?

Chief Executive Officer:

Most of the schemes we see coming forward heregebigchemes, are led by
architects in their own right that come with anhatectural brief. We do not have our
internal architect any more. There has been angawiere and we are doing things
differently now with the Architecture Commissiome have planners in-house who
have design qualifications and that is part of phenning process. They will not

comment on the architectural style unless it rulik ¥he location. If it is a sort of

style and design in urban development which doésmdappily with the site, then

clearly our planners will get involved pre-applicat and say that it is not just
appropriate for the location.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| will come back to that. You wanted to come in ...

The Deputy of St. Martin:

| just wanted to get back to the Jersey designlacwlld not agree more; there is
granite, there is granite covered in cement; theeeothers. | am given to understand
that you do not feel it necessary to try and comevith a Jersey design.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
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It is interesting. On previous Planning Committted | have sat on we did raise it as
an issue and suggested that as a programme ofwbrihe nearest we managed to
get to it was to try and pull out the massingf.yau look at what appeals with so-
called Jersey farm buildings it is the way the duids are rooted into the ground and
the physical mass of the buildings. That is thearant thing rather than the little
details. | am not saying the details are not irtgodr | think they are. But if you go
back in history, think of all the arguments we haaé over windows. If you go back
far enough we did not have windows; we would haaé holes and you would have
had wooden transoms and mullions and things aratlagp at the window. | think
there is validity for that in as much as sayingnuist all be the Georgian kind of
tidied-up version as being the one that we areredrun.

The Connétable of St. John:

Over the last several years | have noticed thepcofehe Percentage for Art. Will

you be continuing that or given the climate we iarat the moment and the cost of
building and the fees, which | understand are gaipglO0 per cent in relation to
charges, can it be fair to the public to be exmktbeput additional monies aside for
the Percentage for Art or whatever the Ministethaf day wants it for, maybe for the
environment or whatever else, other than whatiisgoapplied for?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| have been approached by Education and a numhshef parties, private bodies as
well, suggesting that perhaps the Percentage forsétteme should be widened to
encourage the provision of monies for a percenfageulture or a percentage for
sport or percentage for environment and | thinkdlere strong reasons for moving in
that direction. | am considering it at the moment.

The Connétable of St. John:
Would you be disposed to bring a change in policthe States? Is that necessary to
put that into action?

Chief Executive Officer:

What we need to be careful of is any developmem Has to be linked to the

development. Development creates impact. All ®rofi development create an
impact and the argument of planning gain is to gate against some of those
impacts. So there is a firm basis in law as totwwecan ask for. It has to be directly
linked to the development concerned. | do think iworth looking at a piece of work

we have in the Island Plan as a piece of suppleangguidance about development
gain, infrastructure tariffs, whatever it may be Iplanning gain as a whole is not
widely applied in the Island. We do have developtadeing built which do create

an impact on our community and | think it is thghti question to ask. Are those
developments mitigating their impact? There aracational pressures; there are
community pressures and pressures on our greerasinfcture from every

development so it is a piece of work we do needbti at, how we develop our

planning obligations. To some extent affordabledneg is in the vanguard of that,
getting affordable housing a result of private depment is the first and biggest step
forward in that area.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Does that require new S.P.G.s to get this done?
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Chief Executive Officer:
It would do, yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So we are in the same arena.

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

| wonder if | could just go back and clear up tljsestion of the Architectural
Commission. You told us you do not have an archigey more. You use the
Commission. Can you just sum up briefly how yoe tlse Commission? Do you
refer applications to them? Do you have meetinigls them to discuss architectural
policy and advice for planners? How does it work?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, we do refer applications to them. We tenceter the bigger applications, those
with the bigger impacts, to the Architectural Corasion. That is something we refer
to them. It has been place now about 18 months now working. We have had a
couple of seminars from Architectural Commissionmmbers with planners. | think
we could do more of that in terms of what is goochaecture; that sort of proactive
side of their work. They are reactive when we dgivem something to look at; they
look at it. We also want to develop their workhwitevelopers so that developers can
commission them directly and say: “We have somasdeere. What do you think,
Commission, please?” a bit like the C.A.B.E. (Cormssion for Architecture and the
Built Environment) version when C.A.B.E. used tasexn the U.K. either the local
authority could commission something with C.A.B.Br developers could
commission some work with them directly. That engrally how it works. At the
moment we refer things to them; they meet 6 tar®$ a year to give us that advice
formally that has been prepared and we get a cogyte developer gets a copy.

Deputy J.H. Young:
The membership - how did you choose them?

Chief Executive Officer:

It was through advertisements. | am dragging mynorg, some 2; 2 and a half years
ago we advertised both in-Island and off-Islande Wave a balance of membership
with local practising architects here but also, amantly, we need external architects
to give that balance and also to avoid conflictanbérest. The chairman is based
locally. We have 2 other practising U.K. archiseon the panel, one of which is the
Professor of Architecture at Cambridge. We alseeh@ractising U.K. architects on

there. So there was that advertisement, applitatid/e interviewed a number of

potential candidates and we then got our panelafi

Deputy J.H. Young:
And the terms of their appointments? When do theyout?

Chief Executive Officer:

28



There are terms. They run out. The Chairmanyeads; the other panel members are
2 years.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So are you due to look again at the makeup ofGoatmission?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes. Earlier this year the Minister renewed pameimberships as a result of us
looking at the panel and how it has been operatBmthey have been renewed.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is the departmental architect a member of thatl@ane

Chief Executive Officer:
We no longer have one.

Deputy J.H. Young:
The former one.

Chief Executive Officer:
We have only ever had 2. Both former architeatsrexw members of the panel.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Did they apply?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes. They did. The first one applied in our bdyertisement and the second one
applied on leaving the department.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you satisfied that gives you sufficient indegence of architectural advice?

Chief Executive Officer:

We always make sure that we have a U.K. basedtectinn there as well. The panel
as constituted normally has a U.K. sitting archjtebe chairman and a local
practising architect. Clearly we do not allow atetis practising here to sit on
schemes which they could be conflicted on. Thatasaged quite carefully.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| assume they are honorary positions.

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes. We pay expenses only, for the travel andrgdoat they do not get paid apart
from that.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Thank you very much for that. | wonder if we coutdve to energy policy.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
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Maybe | will kick off by saying, Minister, you hauaghlighted it as your second big
priority. Could you elaborate on where we are Wik new policy?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes. | came into this when | was given the jolt lase, July, when Freddie stepped
down.

[11:15]

Basically there had been a political steering grthgt had not really met to oversee
the process and | was not really happy with thentegs it stood because, in my view,
although it was strategy that is designed to deloxeer a very long period of time,
some 30 years, | did not think it had enough lmtbe in a position even after those 30
years of being able to deliver what the Island $igeed up to deliver. So | asked for
it to be redrafted, and that process has been takaer since last July.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
And the progress is ... Have you got a conclusion?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes. In essence what | am trying to do is sayina Wwith other jurisdictions, there
have to be some break points. If you have a 30-g&ategy and it is pretty much
long-term, that goes across many different periol©wnership, if you like, of
individual politicians then there has to be enoirgh in order to be able to say here is
something we can do for this particular 3-yeargekor if we move to the States for 4
years or whatever, there are realistic break pabtshich you can measure your
progress towards the ultimate aim. That is iness¢he biggest fundamental change
| have put into the document. The second thirtgasextent to which the emphasis is
being beefed up in order to try and encourage bheteat changes which will move
away from indiscriminate wasteful use of energyw&can appreciate the value and
more importantly to consider whether or not therepportunities for the Island to
move away from a central provision of energy asidp¢he only way that we deliver
energy into the home and perhaps whether or nad\eerrowards creating individual
autonomous units as far as is possible with retimlenomes or businesses is the
better way forward. Certainly from the stuff tham seeing at the moment coming
through, not only from other jurisdictions but éifént conferences and things, the
thinking is that people are suggesting that if, deample, there is an opportunity for a
residential unit to have solar thermal panels oatever to look after a percentage of
their heating bills, heating demands, or you canghotovoltaic panels again to run
your electrical goods, non-heavy electrical loaditgn that is the better way to go
forward rather than committing the Island througly ®f its Island businesses into
importing electricity from other sources outside thland.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Do you see funding as a patrticular hurdle to that?

The Minister of Planning and Environment:

Funding, it depends on how you do it. At the efdhe day | must admit | am not
particularly wedded to the idea that the Statesulshautomatically only encourage
things if they are going to use taxpayers’ moneway of subsidy. | think there are
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sharper, cleverer ideas that you can apply in c@l@ncourage the take up of these
items which lead to a behavioural change in a #sligtifferent fashion that does not
necessarily require you to expend huge chunks g é@m the taxpayer. The other
thing that is exercising my mind at the momenhg any particular strategy has to be
firmly rooted into a funding programme. There @& much point in suggesting ways
forward when the Treasury or the other departmentharge of the funding would
not give you the money to do it. You have to kaiséic in your approach.

The Deputy of St. Martin:

In the same way that the Treasury have agreedkeadower dividend from Jersey
Telecom in exchange for gigabit and other suggestiwith potentially the Post
Office for fulfilment and other things like that®/ould you consider that the Treasury
Minister should be asking the J.E.C. (Jersey Hedompany) to potentially for
argument’s sake increase the amount of money paidléctricity that is returned to
the Jersey grid?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
By way of feed-in tariffs?

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Yes. If for example a landowner put up a windrand put the money back in?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| do not think that is the way forward. | thinketbetter way forward is to encourage
individuals who are in a particularly energy deasea who are capable of generating
more energy than they need for themselves to ammalga their resources with
perhaps their next door neighbours. For examplalldmousing estates or whatever
banding together and getting a project to seriieerieeds of that housing estate as
being the main prime function of the energy polegrk that they are wanting to
commission rather than going down the route thatlilK. have gone down and since
withdrawn the subsidies from because they had towage the early take up of the
technology and once these things mature then ybingedifferent funding streams.
The key thing is not to be running electricity gext®n units from your own houses.
It is to be using energy in a wiser form and if yzan get something for relatively
little expenditure to seek to do that.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Who is in the lead in this work? You are, obvigudliinister. And you have a group
of people working on this, have you?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
We have ...

Chief Executive Officer:
A group being 2.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes. We do.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
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Can | ask about that?

Chief Executive Officer:
The energy policy is led by our Director of Envineant Policy. She is based up at
Howard Davis Park. She has a team of 1.7 peamtijding herself.

Deputy J.H. Young:
And they are working on the policy? The policibattyou have been replying to
Deputy Luce on are being worked on?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes. The interesting thing is that if you look nouthe world, Sweden is a

particularly good case in point, as is the Islangght, and we are drawing on those
documents as is Scotland. In all of those instatize policy is not just to go out and
find ways to generate electricity in order to expomls a product. It is to radically

change people’s perceptions as to why they usagnieow they use it and to try and

get them to adopt a lifestyle that is more sustdemand more measured in those
approaches.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| wonder if | could bring you in.

The Connétable of St. John:

Could you give us details of your Commission anel they suitably balanced given
we are aware that the Connétable of Grouville ldokéer what was originally

supposed to be water power. Can you give us arvieve of exactly what the

Commission does; who the membership is and is Mrorafield still involved?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

The Commission at the moment is probably goinget@dviewed. | have some 14 or
15 different quango groups set up over the last kriews how many years. There is
an exercise that is being undertaken by the Chietttive at the moment in order to
rationalise those groups down to a substantiallglemnumber. At the moment there
is obviously discussion, maybe worried discusswonbehalf of some of the members
of those panels as to whether or not they remam jwb or if there is still a job for
them to do but perhaps within a different groupe 8ve not quite there yet as to what
is going to happen with the Energy Commission. réhgtalk at the moment with the
Energy Commission that they become completely iaddpnt but as with any of
these bodies, if we put our cards on the tablat afl these bodies just want to be
funded by taxpayers’ money and allowed to go off apend it, and | don’t think
that’s sensible.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So you grant aid these groups do you, you meeg tbests?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
We do and go to even further expenditure and argyuke officers of our department
to service the admin needs in part.

Deputy J.H. Young:
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How much does it cost us, this Environment Commissi

Chief Executive Officer:

With the Renewable Energy Commission we do notfpayheir time in attending.
The biggest cost is officer time in servicing thanpls. As the Minister outlined, we
have about 14 ministerial advisory groups that Hasen set up in the previous past.
We are currently reviewing all of those 14 groupsduse what we need to do in our
medium-term plan is assess where we need extaimieaor not. We have the view
that a lot of these groups tend to use the saneedf We are sending the same 2 or
3 officers to 10 of these groups and it takes af@tur time up.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Do we have a report of what they have produced?

Chief Executive Officer:

The Renewable Energy Commission, yes. It was fdymthe Tidal Power
Commission. We have had 2 reports from them thaebeen tabled. They are due
to finish their final work by 2013, so this yeafhat is where we are focusing on the
resources available and the ownership of the sealsad has been one of the issues
around the tidal energy work.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are these reports published?

Chief Executive Officer:
They have been, yes. | can get the panel a cofhesé.

The Connétable of St. John:

Could you give us more information on that becausehave just seen last week the
Connétable of Grouville being put on to the Britlskh Council with a view to
renewables, et cetera. Now when | came back medHbuse in 2008, he was already
supposed to be doing the Tidal Commission. Whiehave had a couple of small
reports, there are cost implications here. Cars&eethe funding that has been spent
and how much time is being put into this becausevftat we are getting, to me in the
time that | have been back, | do not seem to sgreat deal of moving forward. We
hear the odd little whisper across the Chamber shaind-so is happening but | do
not hear it from the Minister. | hear it from t@®nnétable of Grouville but he just
mentions 3 or 4 lines and then sits down. It wdwgduseful if we had a proper report
in my view from the Minister in the Chamber.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

This is one of the reasons for reviewing the groupsaid when | came into the job
that | would like to have a greater input into #eergy policy particularly on the
renewable side and | agree with you. | do notkhimat can be done necessarily as
well through other Members at arm’s length.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So you are going to change that?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

33



Yes.

Chief Executive Officer:

We are currently looking at about 14 advisory gsoupnning currently. We are
aiming to rationalise those; reduce their numbabstantially, probably down to 4 or
5.

The Deputy of St. Martin:

On tidal energy, Minister, | think the ConstableGrouville will be quite clear in his
view that he would not want to get involved untiéttechnology is properly in place.
My view would be the opposite; that we should betigg involved with the
development of the technology. Can | ask wherewould sit on that?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| tend to agree. | think that in particular forsky’s marine tidal resources we are not
necessarily going to be employing the same typkitadis Alderney is suggesting to
employ or indeed Guernsey. Both of those jurisoinst have narrow channels and
faster flow rates through those channels. We laawéder sweep, particularly to the
south of the Island through to France, and thaesearily requires us to engage in
looking at different technology to support the coenamlisation and exploitation of
that resource.

Deputy J.H. Young:
We hear, Minister, that there is some agreementd®at Jersey, Guernsey and Sark
or something. Will you be party to those agreers@nt

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| signed it a couple of weeks ago. | took the Qalnle of Grouville along with me
and the indication was that the islands have bésngncouragement through the
British-Irish Council to work together as far asspible because in dealing with some
of the commercial exploitations of the technolobggre is obviously advantages in
terms of scale and economy if you have bigger dogkrking together. That said,
we did find ourselves in the odd situation that &ltey have gone ahead on their
own; Guernsey although they did invest | think @snvE4 million in the Alderney
renewables enterprise, have not really done mucate nan that. The whole thing
that will lead the discussion is the extent to whyou can properly harvest the type of
resource that you have and in energy terms if ymt jook at the flow rates, the
kinetic energy is proportional among other thingghe cube of the velocity of the
waters flowing through it. If you have 5 metres pecond waters, that brings you up
to a factor of 125. Our waters are running at adoabout 2 metres per second in the
best places although there are technological method increasing that with
something called shrouded turbines which are baseithe venturi effect and funnel
the water through artificial channels but at 2 meer second our factor is 8. So you
have got 125 against 8 so any commercial exploitatibviously is going to go to
Alderney first and then probably Guernsey secorttthan Jersey third.

[11:30]

Deputy J.H. Young:
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Minister, if |1 could probably finish up. Your taggdate to get this policy document
done; please can you tell us when that is?

Chief Executive Officer:

Do you want me to do it? We are aiming for pulsiimsultation on the White Paper
in quarter 2, so before the summer. Consultatr@hthen into the States for a debate
by the end of the year.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Even if you cannot clear up everything, will youns@er some kind of interim
report?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes. The White Paper itself covers a lot of enewgyks, as the Minister has

outlined. There is a lot of stuff about demand aggment and how we use our
resources as well as about issues around sectistypply issues for the Island - we
are after all at the end of a plug at the momea# well as the creation of energy and
the environmental benefits of the creation of epergo it looks at a range of policies.
| would describe it as an umbrella policy. Thex@inumber of detailed workstreams
that would then sit under that.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you satisfied that those dates, that targetaahievable?

Chief Executive Officer:
It is looking good so far, yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Do any of you ...

The Connétable of St. John:

Just one thing when you are looking at your varienergies: geothermal. Given we
have hotspots on the Island, in Rozel and St. Lagaeand those sorts of places, is
any work being done in that area?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Limited work, not a great deal.

The Connétable of St. John:
Because there must be an opportunity to have desep Hbles where we can drive
small steam turbines.

Chief Executive Officer:

| think the energy policy to a certain extent isging. It certainly will not turn the
tap off on any energy supply. | think there is auility there for private sector
providers, whether it be the J.E.C. or other engngyviders or infrastructure to be
looking at this and selling it as a product. Thergy policy will allow and be quite
flexible on what comes forward, whether it be gak, Less oil, obviously: we are
trying to back out of the carbon fuels. But | tiih is enabling anything to come
forward really.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

| think at that point we could move on to heritdggldings and sites of special
interest. | think my colleagues are going to leadhis. | think Phil is going to start
off.

The Connétable of St. John:

Yes. Does the department still manage a list othan ... historically, you had a
number of hard copy lists of historic buildings ath@ like which have moved on
from one list, from S.S.l.s (sites of special ies#) to B.L.l.s (buildings of local
interest), et cetera.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

The Connétable of St. John:

We were told by your predecessor Minister that las going to be looking at this in
depth and coming up with alternatives. Historigalvere the lists done with the
owners’ consent? If not, why not?

Chief Executive Officer:

Okay. Putting a building on the list is not alwayish the owner’s consent. If we feel
a building warrants a listing because of its hgataalue, then a notice of intent will
be issued to the owner. It will be surveyed. Aig®of intent gets issued. The owner
has the ability to make representations as to vendtiey agree or not, and then there
is a decision thereafter. As you would expectraree some owners who feel that
having a heritage designation is an unfair resbmct There are some who like it. But
after all, the basis of the decision is not so mublether the owner likes it or not, it is
whether that building is worthy of preservationmmt. So, in many respects some
say: “Yes, great, | would love to own a listed ding.” Some say: “I do not want to
own a listed building. Why are you trying to brititge weight of the state down on
me?” sort of thing.

The Connétable of St. John:
How do you survey a building if an owner is noagreement?

Chief Executive Officer:

| am not aware of any circumstances where we hatebaen allowed to go in.
Certainly, under the resurvey, the resurvey istpratuch now complete of our
existing heritage assets. | think all buildingsve are coming to the end of that work.
That should all finish by ... just look at the date

The Connétable of St. John:
That is internal and external surveys?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, by the end of quarter 3 this year all of thsurvey of existing assets will have
been done. That is about 3,500 buildings.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
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Will all the owners of buildings on that list betified at that time?

Chief Executive Officer:

Well, they have all been notified as we have besngyround the Island in phases, so
they had all been notified that a resurvey is gdimdpe taking place. So, yes, they
have all been included within that notification hel'surveyor then comes out, has a
look, and does the necessary ...

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Will that new list be available publicly?

Chief Executive Officer:

It will indeed, yes. We have 2 phases of this wdokking at the existing buildings
that we have on the list to see whether they ate.ssome buildings will come off
the list. Some buildings will stay. So that is first phase, looking at everything that
is currently there that we know about. There dase a number of buildings in the
Island which are not currently on the list and ikabout potential heritage assets and
whether we should be adding any more in. That vi@kurrently being scoped and
that will be finished by the end of the year aslwé&o by the end of this year we will
have a completed list of ... well, everything haeforesurveyed, everything will then
be, if you like, allocated to one of the gradingntts, grade 1 down to 4. So we will
move away from B.L.l.s, S.S.l.s, et cetera. Yoll thien get a number and that list
will be made available. We are hoping to not anlgke the list available in list form
but through the mapping system online you will beedao look geographically, look
at an area and it will pop up which trees are distehich buildings are listed,
planning histories, that sort of thing.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
This new listing will have a number of differentegories of which buildings ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, it will, yes. We have grades 1 to 4, a ligvedding or place, and | have a brief
description but basically grade 1 buildings are enionportant, grade 4 will be less
important.

Deputy J.H. Young:

But can | just come in there? The law sets owdqmirement for a list or register of
sites of special interest. These grades that yeuaasigning, will that affect the
degree of restrictions that you impose upon theess/of those buildings?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, it will, yes. Grade 1 will be a higher restion, grade 4 will be less of a
restriction so you can do more with them.

The Deputy of St. Martin:

If 1 could follow on, Chairman, from that, and weuthed on it briefly about the
maintenance of the countryside or the buildings,fiblds, hedges, walls. There is an
order in here that says that applications on listittings will be exempt from fees.
Is that something that we are going to implementtby?
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Chief Executive Officer:

We have exempted listing building fees on thosectvivould normally be permitted
development. So if it is normally permitted deyeteent if it was not listed, we now
do not charge listed buildings if it would have bd&D. (permitted development), if
it would have been not listed, if you understandatvham saying. We will still
charge for things which are required for developmerif it requires planning
permission obviously it will still ...

The Deputy of St. Martin:

Okay. If I could follow on - Minister, specificglla question for you here - where you
have a family or a person, individual, who inheotsfor whatever reason ends up
with a grade 1 or grade 2 listed building who carpitsically afford to maintain it in
the way that they have to by order of your depantmgow do we get over that issue
or how do we cope with that issue?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
| am not sure we do, to be blunt.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Do we, therefore, let the building fall down beaauscannot be maintained in the
way you ...?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think this is one of the drawbacks of the schenie.s fine to kind of list the
buildings and have an intention that they shalkégt in tiptop condition, but I think
equally, and although it is something that we digtehpreviously, we have lost a huge
chunk of monies to assist in those maintenancetifumethat people cannot otherwise
afford. The monies | think are down to ...

Chief Executive Officer:
Zero.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Zero, there you go. Even then, at the height,af was only £100,000 for over 4,500
houses, which is ridiculous. So | think there isrenof an ethical kind of dimension
to this policy that we have not really addressedoashether or not it is right for a
state or government to impose restrictions on wioat can or cannot do with your
own property on the one hand, and on the other Imahdise taxpayers’ money in
order to assist in that process.

The Connétable of St. John:

Therefore, Minister, you would look sympatheticatly the case that has just been
explained by my colleague here on somebody whaitshee house, does not have the
funding to do the necessary repairs to the stanitiatdan S.S.I. would be requiring?
You would look favourably on doing them the begtytisould?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, yes, absolutely right, but you could only @bat you are able to do within the
funds that have been allocated. So although tineipte is probably well founded, in
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Jersey in particular we do not have the moniegatiy assist to any great degree so it
raises in my mind whether or not the policy is llest one.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Minister, do you not have control over that? Weehheard from the Chief Executive
Officer that by putting people on this list you ayeing to assign grades 1 to 4 and
there is going to be a list that says: “These dre things you cannot do.”
Presumably, you as Minister can decide what argetftoings people cannot do?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, | can do but in making the decisions, the loesisions are only going to be
those that are based on policy and are, in a sezeatable. So | think it would be
grossly unfair to make exceptions to policy on ad grounds...

Deputy J.H. Young:
No, but, Minister, | was ...

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
... when the majority of people ...

Deputy J.H. Young:

| was suggesting ... | am just going to clarify question, if I may. | was suggesting
that you have the call on the policy. You cantbket policies, Minister, which are
appropriate and that is, | think, related to thb-question | have in mind that when
people are notified that they are going to go distaare they being made aware of
the level of restrictions that are going to be sggpbn the grades 1 to 4 so that they
can make an informed decision whether they agreetr

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think they are but what has not happened is halathink there has been a follow-up
debate in the House to suggest whether or not theesSin supporting this policy
should be looking to release cash funds in ordessist in those maintenance jobs. It
is something that has conveniently been brushedruheé carpet.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Minister, | may have missed something. Are th@strictions specified in a policy in
the Island Plan?

Chief Executive Officer:

There are policies to protect historic buildingstie Island Plan and we are also
signatory to international conventions on preseéovabdf our heritage assets. So if
you own a building that will be grade 1, 2, 3, duycan still do things with it. The

principle is we are trying to protect the heritaggdue of that building. It does not

stop you refurbishing your grade 1 building. Yastjneed to protect the things that
have heritage value within that building.

The Connétable of St. John:
Therefore, it does prevent you from doing what want with the building?

Chief Executive Officer:
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Well, it does, yes. | think ...

The Connétable of St. John:

If you are limited on your funding and you haveptat cast iron gutters, for instance,
when you could have put an aluminium gutter at artgm of the price or 10 per cent
of the price ...

Chief Executive Officer:
That is a fact, yes. |think ...

The Connétable of St. John:
So, therefore, it does impede on the ...

Chief Executive Officer:
Owning and living in a listed building does bringsponsibilities to the owner and
occupier.

The Connétable of St. John:
But surely it brings responsibilities, does it nbtjnister, to the people who are
implementing this law, i.e. the States of Jersey?

Chief Executive Officer:
It is a matter for policy.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think it probably does. As | said earlier, itsemething that other Ministers have not
brought back to the House and perhaps we should.inBloing that, we have to take
into account the other calls on any funding fompiayers’ monies, and | am not sure
that even if we came back to the House we wouldfajdy short shrift from those
who think that perhaps the priority for spend itdreon health services or education
and we would be fairly low down the list.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you saying, Minister, you would like to seecaiew of this policy?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, there are 2 ways round it. The £100,000 l@reéabouts to provide some
assistance towards maintenance bills was a stdpeirright direction. We have
nothing now. Equally, it could be said that thisrstill an element of work that could
be undertaken in terms of the restoration of thesric buildings and perhaps there
are business opportunities for allowing some of yungsters to set up businesses
that exclusively concentrate on putting back thag$ that we consider to be worth
repairing. At the moment, we do not have, as far am aware, window companies
set up to provide a wooden window repair servitbat may be able to find funding
through Economic Development. Certainly, | woullvé thought for some of our
youngsters who are interested in carpentry and ase interested in historic
buildings, there is a business opportunity thest ywaiting to happen. Maybe that
would be a better way rather than just coming baic# saying: “Let us find £10
million in kitty monies to allow all of these histo buildings to be maintained in the
state that we want them to be kept.”
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The Deputy of St. Martin:

Chairman, | do have to go, but if | could just a&sle specific question seeing as we
are talking about windows, and it is quite a dethibne. Given the commitment to
energy saving, et cetera, can we look forward ¢hange in the specific policy about
wooden sash windows in listed buildings where tha&y be allowed to be double
glazed instead of single glazed?

[11:45]

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

It is interesting, yes. You might well be able get that. | was at the building

research establishment in Watford a couple of noh#tk and there is a new product
that has just been put on to the market by Pilkingblass. Specifically, it enables
the double glazing to take place within existingodcsash windows and there are
little graphite beads that provide the space iwbeh the 2 panes of glass. It has
been adopted by the heritage authorities in the. dKbeing acceptable for historic
buildings. When | came back from the visit | haween the details to the department
and maybe that is something that we could introcwes here.

The Deputy of St. Martin:
Could I apologise again for having to leave buavd ...

The Connétable of St. John:

While we are on the element of windows, Ministem @ be right that we are insisting
through the planning process that historic builditgve to have, shall we say, like
for like windows at a cost of, shall we say, thgufe may be £1,200 per unit when
one made in alternative materials with a lifespaprobably 4 or 5 times longer than
the materials we get today, i.e. the timbers wetgeay, at two-thirds of the cost?
Can it be right to put the owners of these histbrigdings to that kind of expense?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

That is a leading question if ever | heard onehink it probably is up to a point or
otherwise the policies that we have put forwardadoption by the Assembly would
not have been adopted.

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, | think if it is not right we would see theluion of the heritage value of our
buildings and, therefore, the buildings would noder be of heritage value. | think if
a building is listed because of its fenestratitmwindows, how it looks, to then put in
white uPVC windows which may be cheaper could yeaflect that. | think there are
a number of products now available. We would hekilog at making sure that the
products sit happily within its listing so thatibes not dilute its heritage value.

The Connétable of St. John:

That is not what | said. | asked the questionltefraatives identical in appearance so,
therefore, 1 am not talking about white PVC windoWwst if you can get alternative

materials which are out there to do what is ... hadh not talking about a Disney

World type appearance. If | have a sash windowithan there at the moment but it

has to be made of timber, which as we know because/e a number of timber
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windows, the life of them, 25 years, 20 years, ewgih proper maintenance, you
have scarfing to do and various other things. dfi yan use alternative materials
which have low maintenance, are two-thirds of thst,csurely in this day and age we
must be looking at the alternatives? We are nwadiéng from the appearance of the
building, but it is making life easier for ...

Chief Executive Officer:

| think you are right, it would depend on the prodand the building it is going into.

| think we would have to look at each case and $ages what is being proposed
here affect its heritage value or not?” If a chegamore modern, different technology
solution can be applied, then, as the Minister,gaidducts in this area are catching
up so | think we need to look at each one on itstme

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

There is another issue, though, which is a bitrobdd one. If you have, for the sake
of argument, a brick around a reveal or whatevat tlas shattered and has been
weathered or whatever, should you seek, becausevdsathe brick that was placed
there in the building when they built it, to reptiat brick as much as possible with
the techniques that applied when they made thek B0 years ago or whatever? Or
should you accept that any old brick, as long &sntade out of clay or whatever to a
suitable specification, is capable of being a regaent for removal of that other one?
| think there is a big argument along there to s@gll, if you do replace bits and
pieces in buildings with modern materials are yiling off the historic aspect of that
building, you know, death by 1,000 cuts, and homynaricks do you have to remove
and replace before you have watered down the haséspect of that building to a
level that is no longer as significant as it wobl’e been had it not needed repairing
in the first place?

The Connétable of St. John:

But surely on that, Minister, you would identifyettrareas concerned. That would
stand out by using a modern material, but you aillekeeping the historical bit that
you wanted. Because something is totally decayetl reeeds replacing and you
cannot get like for like, therefore you would makee that ... you would see within
that part of the building, yes, that has been wmguain 2012 because that is the
material we have, but all the remainder stays.el$uhere are commonsense ways of
doing things.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think it is, but one last example of that is bu/ go along to the Natural History
Museum you have dinosaur bones or whatever. Yonotidnave the whole skeleton,
you have the bits and pieces that have been fonddhen you have other pieces to
complete the whole assembly. | think there is lalitg of that approach inasmuch as
only putting things on show if you have the whdtelston.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Can | come in there? Who makes those decisionsetiudgments? | think you
explained very well or very comprehensively what thhoices are and what the issues
are, but who makes those decisions at the moment?

Chief Executive Officer:
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Decisions on specific developments will be advibgdour historic buildings team.
There are 2 officers there within the departmemecisions, we use the Jersey
Heritage Trust to do wider survey work. They laikhe survey work and we have a
service level agreement running with them on anuahibasis to give us heritage
advice.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are they instructed to make those judgments ongbetof balance of issues that you
have just had in the exchange between the Coneéialbl the Minister?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, ultimately the rule they use is around doés dlffect the heritage value of the
building or not, and that is really the ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is their judgment the last say in that?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
No, it is advice that is given.

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, ultimately the judgment sits with the decisioaker, which is the department
and ultimately the Minister.

Deputy J.H. Young:
You are satisfied that there is sufficient objetyithere in those judgments?

Chief Executive Officer:

It is a difficult balance, | would admit that. Wave a number of things in play in the
planning process, the development process. Heritaypsultation will be one of
those. There will be community benefits, therd Wwd other factors in play as well.
Most planning decisions are on balance, but adaitoes depend on the site. If we
are talking about a very valued listed building ethhas high value because ... and
windows, for instance, are a part of that valuenthblearly we would need to apply a
different rule set than something which is of leakie which you could possibly get
away with a different sort of product.

Deputy J.H. Young:

| suppose, in a nutshell, are your historic buddofficers following what you might
call a purist approach irrespective or are thelpwahg a pragmatic processaking
the kind of evaluations that the Minister and tlen@étable discussed?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
| may be wrong but I think they generally come frarpurist approach.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is that something you are going to allow to corginMinister?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
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Well, | think it is right that it continues becauseas there as an advice. It is not like
an historic veto or whatever. If a purist advicenes forward and it means that you
cannot do anything, it does not mean to say thd¢asion cannot be such that you
have to follow that advice. You have to weigh be televance of that advice against
anything else.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Will you give guidance to your planning officersaththis is the approach that you
wish to see adopted?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

The other thing, just to open it up even widetthist there are some kind of arbitrary
subtleties in terms of how close you retain thenot, the interior decorations or

whatever, to the extent that it pushes people oty being able to enjoy those

interior spaces if they are dressed up in theitdrian costumes and back to the old
gas lamps and sleeping with a bed warmer in thegirdnd 4-poster beds and all the
rest of it. | think society has got to a point wheve, correctly in my view, respect

and appreciate the historic elements of those imgjgdthat we are putting on our lists
but at the same time you have to allow an elemergasonability to creep in to allow

people to accept living conditions within that loinlg that are more in tune with

modern living.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you satisfied the planning policies that that& have approved reflects what you
have just said?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Well, I think in some cases it does and in otheesat does not, which is the arbitrary
nature of the decision-making process in this reispe

Deputy J.H. Young:
But will you as Minister agree to have a look atthnd see what you can do to make
that clearer?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

For example, if you were going to apply it too rigosly, you would come into a
place and you would say: “You cannot have yourtaledights because when this
building was built they did not have electricity put the gas lamps back and draw
the shutters.” That is unreasonable.

The Connétable of St. John:

Can | come back in? Are you happy with the make{ugo much power being given

to the Heritage Trust in this? Why | put the giestthey themselves had heritage
equipment, for want of a better word, albeit natisnary equipment, and | am
talking about the DUKWSs at Elizabeth Castle. Thisew away or got rid of a

perfectly good system of moving people from thershto the castle in the old

military DUKWSs that have been converted and reglabem with £500,000 worth of

equipment which is not fit for purpose. Are yoypw that these people who are
supposed to be heritage people, if they could ook lafter their own affairs in a

certain way, are they the right people to be adgisyou? Having sat on that
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committee myself, | have to ask the question aeg the right people to be advising
you?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, | think they probably are the right peoplebi® advising me, but it is just advice.
That is the first point. The second thing is thmany organisation you always get
instances where people do not always practise thlegtpreach. Although it must be
right to say that they should do in all instanoss, are all human and fallible and
there are occasions where we break the rules thatrevtrying to enforce.

Chief Executive Officer:
All 1 will say, they give us advice on heritage wal of buildings and not on the
guestion of capital assets ...

The Connétable of St. John:

| appreciate that, but that is why ... that was @ehmat tongue in cheek, but getting
back to the actual issues concerned, is it poliay dfficers when a planning

application comes in and a building is not an S@&.B.L.I., a listed building of any

sort, if they consider that that building shouldameS.S.1. or B.L.I. they put it on your
list and any building application that goes irthiat is applied to that building?

Chief Executive Officer:

No, the planning officer will judge any application what it is at the moment. Some
of the proactive work we have, it comes back ts thsurvey. We have a current list
of listed buildings. It is not the planning offit® call to say: “I think this should be
listed” or not. | think that is something whichtssiwith our heritage team, and
ultimately with the resurvey work there are somédmgs out there which should be
listed and they are not currently listed. We auilse have listed buildings which
arguably should not be listed, so ultimately thenping officer's judgment will have
to be ... well, it is on the policies and the setatithat time. That is ...

The Connétable of St. John:

The reason | put the question, there has just bder at a property | know of in my
neck of the woods and somebody has been up andheldwner of the property:
“Oh, this is not a listed building? This shouldlisted. We want to do this as a listed
building.” The person concerned is not at all happlow, | am not saying it was a
member of your staff, but that has got back to nekitis of concern that ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes. If | was advising the property owner, | woshly: “Well, your building is not
listed, it has to be treated as it is not listets as simple as that.” That is the position
under the law. It is not listed; any planning aggtion will have to be treated ... it has
to be judged against its status at that time. hatrsaying it would not become listed
at some point, | do not know the building, it maglMhave some heritage value. But
the planning officer has to take that status asnbw. So, while they may have given
a personal view that: “I think this is ...” the fas if you are the owner of that building
and if | was their planning adviser | would say: ély that is not grounds for making
the planning decision. It is not listed, it hadtdone on that basis.”

Deputy J.H. Young:
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| think now we have given that a good coveringnthgou for that. | would like to

move now to the question of performance standafddhe department, again on
development control. Obviously, the U.K. has naloperformance indicators and
targets and | understand those to be, if | am cgrreajor applications to be dealt
within 13 weeks, minor applications to be dealthwih 8 weeks. Do we have
equivalent targets being applied and do you do tgugrreports against those
performance targets?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes to both of those. We have now the same targagors within 13 weeks and
minors within 8 weeks. Where we do differ from thé. is our definition of a major
application. A U.K. definition of a major applitan is 1,000 square feet, | think, or it
may be square metres, and 10 dwellings.

[12:00]

Clearly, in the Jersey context we would createve.think major applications are a

lower level than that, one or 2 dwellings sometirmesa major application for areas.
So while we have different definitions of what isrejor and a minor, we do now

have a 13-week and an 8-week target that appliag. target is that we are seeking
on the minors 95 per cent, if not 100 per cengpplications through that process, but
certainly 95 per cent, and 90 per cent of majothiwil3 weeks.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So 95 per cent in 8 weeks?

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, minors.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Ninety per cent in 13 weeks?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes. There are always going to be some which aislyofor some reason or other is
maybe not appropriate to put through on those targecause they do need further
consideration. It may be an environmental imptatesnent, for instance.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you satisfied ... where is our current perfoncef

Chief Executive Officer:

It is getting better | am pleased to say. We hag brought the 8-week target in as
of 1st January. We did have an 8-week target gbauk probably to 2006. It was
removed 2006-2007 and we only had a 13-week tatgitat point. At the moment,
90 per cent of all applications are going througithiw 13 weeks, so that is the
headline figure compared to last year’s performandehave to jog my memory now,
it was about 84 per cent, around low 80 per cexdsylear, about 85 per cent the year
before, early 2008 58 per cent, so we have had a ..

The Connétable of St. John:

46



Was that because of the workload at the time gikkahthe applications ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Probably a number of reasons, to be honest. ldveay workload has gone down so
there is a difference of pressure there. | thildo ave are looking at process and
procedure. What we have tried to do over certdimylast 6 months is streamline a
lot of the process and procedure to make sureth®apipeline, if you like, of an
application to something going out the door is hertsand as direct as possible
without too many people getting involved. | thimle have mentioned we have a
procedures manual now in place. We have I.T. imgmuents now in place. We have
also been looking at what you need planning peiong®er and what you do not need
permission for. The other major difference is fthe performance culture in the
department to say that performance is importanis rot all about the design and the
answer, the speed of the decision is also impoftardapplicants. So that has been a
bit of a culture change and we have over the lasbfths turned the gas up a bit on
that.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Right, so you expect to see an improvement therenprovement compared with the
... | personally as an individual put a questiomm3rd December and roughly | took
from that there was an average period of 14 weekslépartmental applications to
make decisions and 26 weeks for planning panel tede were applications
outstanding of an average of 23 weeks. So whesedaged that lot out, it came to
about 17 weeks. | was thinking, well, is this detent with ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, with statistics it depends on how you rundtas, but what | think we should be
measuring is if | put an application in, how lorsgiti going to take for it to come out
the other end? That is the simple question. Hmwvg Idoes the department have on
average to deal with these applications? Of tipdicgiions received and decided in a
year, how long have they taken, those decisionsptoe out the other end? At the
moment, the stats this year, we are at 90 perafeadt decisions on target, which is a
big step forward. | think what we do have is soapplications which skew the
average figures. We do get some big applicatiodmswtake some time to deal with.
They are very political, very public, lots of publnterest but ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
You can stop the clock on those, can you not?

Chief Executive Officer:
No. Well, not technically. Once they are in, theg in. That is the other problem.
Once they are submitted and it is valid, the clisdikcking.

Deputy J.H. Young:
You will be publishing quarterly figures?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, we will and | think certainly our big focust® make sure the small applications
go through in 8 weeks or less. They do not hatake 8 weeks.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

Just a couple of other questions on this, themprbefve move on. Do you do any
sample case reviews, for example, you as Chief ixecOfficer? Do you ever pull
any files and do any reviews, systematic samplirdyraonitoring of your team?

Chief Executive Officer:

| do not do any in a systematic way like that. Whtend to get involved with are
when | get the odd complaint and then | pull the &éind then | get involved and have
a look at what has gone on. So | do not do anggtiee sampling like | will sample
2 per cent, 5 per cent, whatever the figure ido hot do that, but what | tend to do is
get involved in cases where they pop up to me hadapplicant is not happy or an
objector is not happy as to how something has dees.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Having spent a number of years working for law 8rndo you see any benefit in
doing this? Do you see any benefit in systemaigeaeviews where officers do not
know which case is going to be chosen and theysabgect to a peer review by a
senior person in the department?

Chief Executive Officer:

| think it is a very useful tool and it would bensething we could look at. The only
other thing is just time and resource to do ithkig, and it is balancing one against
the other, really.

Deputy J.H. Young:
No, but what | am asking, really, is about cheakd balances, independent scrutiny,
verification so systems cannot go cosy, if you.like

Chief Executive Officer:

No, okay. | think we have a number of things iagal now and no planning decision
could be signed off solely with one set of eyetsalways has to have a set of second
eyes on it. If you are a junior planning officarthe team, the team leader will always
have to sign off that recommendation. Any teandéeaecommendation has to be
signed off by the director, so we always have 4deyBometimes there is another set
of eyes on top of that if we have political ovelgigf decisions. The other big
change in transparency | think comes with our thianges. All applications are
viewable. All communications on those applicatiomdl be viewable so that a
member of the public sitting at home can look hbbjections, letters of complaint ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
When is that happening?

Chief Executive Officer:

We are in testing at the moment. The system isgoeiorked on, it is in place. We

do not want to give the final date of launch. sltsbon but the system is currently in
test. We are testing it for 3 or 4 weeks, makiage st works, but there will come a
point in time very soon that all plans will be alite be looked at online and all

communication received on those applications canséen online, including the

officers’ reports.
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Deputy J.H. Young:
But you will not be able to see letters going out?

Chief Executive Officer:
| think we will put all communication on those ajggkions on the file, yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Okay, thank you for that. One last question for medit reviews, independent audit
reviews, | think from memory this chap Shepley digkview. | know he certainly did
one ...

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, Shepley.

Deputy J.H. Young:
... in Guernsey. He did one in April 2011 theregdiew of their planning service.
He did one in Jersey before, | think.

Chief Executive Officer:
That is correct, yes. If my memory serves me rigig either 2005 or 2006, around
that sort of date.

Deputy J.H. Young:

In the 1990s, if I am right, the U.K. Audit Comm@s did a review. Have you any
plans for future reviews or to bring back to check at some stage how things are
going?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, we have implemented a lot of the Shepley revi©ne of the key areas that we
did not implement was the appeal system, and shgbing to get mopped up in work
later this year on looking at appeals.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Let us come back to that. | want to deal withsiaaseparate item.

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes. We are not planning any further major pieaesxternal review. We did our
own planning officers ... we had the Planning G@ffecSociety over in 2010 reviewing
the planning system. Much of their report has h@en implemented, some of which
is the I.T. changes and the various protocols famisterial and planning panel
decision making. They have now been put in platevould say that has been a
review. That was 2010 that that external reviegktplace.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Do you see any mileage at some point in going loacthat to see how it has worked
out?

Chief Executive Officer:

Absolutely. | think it is right at points in tim® say: “Do we have the planning
system that we want?” | think there is nothing mgaon getting that validated at any
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point in time, really. | would say as long assitdone in appropriate timescales. As |
say, we had the Planning Officers Society overGbh@® There may well be scope in a
few years’ time to take stock on how it is currgmtforking.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Do you want to pick up anything on that, Phil?

The Connétable of St. John:

Yes. With your development control, et cetera, godr time factors, how many
complaints do you have in the course of a year sieings have not gone to plan
because your officers may have signed somethinguuifit has fallen over into the
hands of the client, shall we say, to put it righi®dw many of those do you get in the
course of the year?

Chief Executive Officer:

Formal complaints, we do not get many formal conmpdaas to the process. We get
grumbles. Some do not get to formal complaints/oli do not like the decision, then
we get appeals. We get a number of those. Weotiget vast numbers, mind you,
we get probably 8 or 10 Royal Court appeals a y&ée. get a number of requests for
reconsideration. This has to be wrapped up inappeals discussion, but that is when
an officer decision has been made and the appld@ed not like the decision so they
ask for the planning panel to relook at that. Vé¢ guite a few of those a year.
Whether you treat that as a formal complaint or thaitt they just do not like the
decision, we get a number obviously of people whoak like the decisions.

The Connétable of St. John:

No, | am talking about complaints where an officea permit has been issued, it has
been overridden by an officer down the line, anel dfficer is no longer there or
whatever. How many of those do you get in the sewf a year? Something has
been overridden by an officer and ...

Chief Executive Officer:
So an application comes in?

The Connétable of St. John:
Yes, it is passed in a certain way ...

Chief Executive Officer:
It is approved, yes.

The Connétable of St. John:
It is agreed and then something happens over tkiefeve months and something else
is written on the application, held up at your end?

Chief Executive Officer:

Would this be ... sorry, | am just trying to workitoa scenario where that would
happen. We have permitted something, the applidant gets to build it, starts to
build it, we are then ...

The Connétable of St. John:
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It is all finished and then 2 years down the lineofficer puts a note on the file that X
has happened and the people concerned are not afnare

Chief Executive Officer:

Well, if it is a decision that has been made, ta@mping officer will only get involved
again if something is not going according to thangl If a decision has been duly
made, it is frankly off the officer’s desk.

The Connétable of St. John:
Okay, | will come back on this one later.

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| am going to try and speed through the remainimggs so we can finish on time.
Organisation, you are currently based on 2 sites?

Chief Executive Officer:
We are.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is that satisfactory? If it is not, what are yoairdy about trying to co-locate? Is it
advantageous?

Chief Executive Officer:

Is it satisfactory? No. Ithink that it would fs more satisfactory for the department
to be on a single site where possible. We haveesmgperational things; so Met., it is
useful for them to stay where they are. We havittla fisheries hut down at La
Collette which is useful to have. But the majowfyour office-based staff should be
in one location in my view because it gives a lbtefficiencies and one set of
overheads. So, yes, | agree we need to do thaigrdds towards relocation, very
little. We are tenants of both buildings, both feem and South Hill, so while we
may have some ideas as to what we would like tpsdertunately the solutions are
not in our own hands. We are in, if you like, thigger property mix. We are
tenants; the landlord is Property Holdings. Weehesgular discussions as to what
the solutions could or could not be, but | am e of any ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are they active on the subject? Are Property Haldiaware of your needs?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, they are aware of our needs but | would sesethre not any active plans to give
us a solution, no. There have been a number nfishinentioned but | do not think
they are progressing at the current time. So wewviiere we are.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Some of this was tied into the absence of mastespknd the insistence of the
Treasury with their old policy ideas of just wamfito sell off state sites and put the
monies back into the Treasury. | would be perdgnasistant at the moment to
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moving from South Hill if it meant that the longdte prognosis of our site would
under-utilise that particular site. It is not dugpto requirement so we do not need to
move as yet.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Your preference is for what?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

My preference would be for a single location. inkhit would be better in town
because | think one of the things that does nopd&a@t the moment is that we do not
have ... it is not particularly convenient for thablic to drop into their planning
centre and to allow other initiatives to increase tange of advice that we could be
giving in terms of community involvement and deyeteent. | think if we were
located in a more central town area place thernvibatd be a better site.

Deputy J.H. Young:
You could put, for example, plans on display so public can see applications
properly?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, that is the point. We are limited in the spaxs you know, that we have up at
South Hill. It is not particularly convenient ftine elderly or whatever because it is
up a hill. Some people do walk but not many. €hae car parking facilities but it is
not really central. Long term, if there is an ogipoity to move to a more central
location then obviously | would be happier to mowBut at the moment none of those
options have come forward other than suggestingweawent to Maritime House,
which was a nonsense and was just a stopgap siuatorder to get us out of South
Hill to convert it into a couple of townhouses, walhis not right.

[12:15]

So, going back to the masterplanning issue, Southstbbviously back on our radar
now in order to determine the long-term use of thi# before we get moved out or
moved on.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Howard Davis Farm presumably as well must be aadéusite?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Howard Davis Farm, again it would be good fort.is ifine for country kind of things,
but the nature of the job, it is the environmenthwplanning and I think you really
need to have both functions in one place and aregiy best placed in town.

The Connétable of St. John:
Out of interest, do you pay rent and, if so, wisat?

Chief Executive Officer:

We pay rent at Howard Davis Farm to the Howard Badvist. We are tenants there,
circa about £8,000 a year. We pay no rent at SHiUth We pay rent at the airport
for the Met team to the airport because we takeesmdf them. An approximate
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figure is around £20,000 a year | think for thaacp We rent the portacabin from
Harbours for the fisheries team. That is aroutidnk £12,000 a year, that space.

The Connétable of St. John:
Given that your department are going to be chartyd@per cent fees, would it not be
right that you paid rent for the premises you og@up

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

It is only a circular use of the monies. That wag of the reasons for not going to
Maritime House because they were talking of rerdalsthink it was £120,000 a year
or whatever, something ridiculous, and at the drthe day you just rob Peter to pay
Paul.

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes. Not all of our department will be self-recoae: from fees, but | think there is a
bigger question as to how the States treats itpegotp portfolio and should
departments pay a notional rent level. Becaugbeamoment many departments do
not pay rentat all. Land is ...

The Connétable of St. John:
We are paying rent at the airport on something we anyway.

Chief Executive Officer:
We do, but because they are trading operationgjeva rent because they are trading
operations.

Deputy J.H. Young:

| think we are going to have to accept that theran issue there which 1 think is
going to have to be taken on board by I think ithe Corporate Services Panel,
because | think what you are telling us is at tleem@nt you are occupying buildings
inefficiently, does not meet the needs and thereaisieed for relocation for
everybody’s benefit, for the public benefit, ane thssets that you have are very
valuable important assets that are not being puhé¢okind of potential uses they
could, all of which says ... and please correctiimh@m wrong but that is what | am
hearing from you, that there needs to be a poliognabling those things to happen.
So, just to be clear, you mentioned fees theree Jdnstable has picked that up. You
have also mentioned throughout the meeting thatayeuconstrained in a number of
areas by resources and you would like to do more.

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

You have spoken about ... | think I am right, maitbgas an informal meeting, that
you are planning to increase fees to the maximussipte or are having to at some
stage.

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

Have you given any thought to whether there is milgage in what you might call

the regulatory side of your department being moodhe organisation into some
kind of separate regulatory agency, something thke J.F.S.C. (Jersey Financial
Services Commission) or something, which could be g separately, properly
funded, funded through fee mechanisms and operata imore arm’s length,

decentralised way? Is that something that youogen to investigate and have you
done any work on it?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

We are looking at that at the moment and therésis @ wider kind of policy review
initiative that is being undertaken by the CourdfilMinisters and the other bodies
affiliated to it to see to what extent a new meddrancan be found to separate out the
3 basic roles of government, which is the operaii@ide, the operational roles, the
regulatory side and the strategic and planningtfans. In supporting those moves, |
would just obviously want to strongly claim the miliel ground to ensure that the
planning function, the thinking function, is notteeed down and pushed to the centre
to groups of people who do not have any remit or expertise to deliver on the
important things that we do, which are not alwasognised.

Deputy J.H. Young:
So that is the current proposal, is it?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, | think there could be opportunities. Youldogo down a sort of environment,
regulation, agency type approach. People would nede clear on what its status
was, whether it would incur more costs becauseiildvbe treated as a private sector
entity and pay rents in the private sector sortthofig. Would it need a client
contractor? Would you have a client team backanse somewhere to keep an eye
on it? In creating an agency at arm’s length, dones you create greater
bureaucracy in the centre because you then needosmrto keep an eye on your
agencies.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Well, may | interject? You can, but | would asletquestion: do we have such an
arrangement in the J.F.S.C., for example?

Chief Executive Officer:
Well, ultimately, they are ... | do not know theesflic details of that but clearly ...

Deputy J.H. Young:
| don’t think so. | am sure bureaucracies coulcteated but you are not advocating
it, are you?

Chief Executive Officer:

| am not advocating bureaucracy creation at athink things could work differently.

Certainly, you could create an agency approachnfoch of our ... we do mostly
policy and regulation in the department so you @dquit that in an agency. It would
work more arms’ length away from the States mackiné&o | guess the question |
would pose would be would the States want thaafmpbn.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

Well, maybe not but could | suggest to you am htig saying that you are resource
constrained and would | be right that such a bodyhirbe freer to be able to generate
returns and strategies to do what it needs to f@atefely?

Chief Executive Officer:
It could possibly.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

It could, but at the moment the obvious play-offnkether or not those functions
should automatically be assimilated into the Chehister's Department. | would
resist that.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Right. You are opposed to that. We can put thahe record.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
It is not for us to venture opinions ...

Chief Executive Officer:

Back on the wider fee issue, the strategy that aeehemployed so far, where a
service acts predominantly in the private intereshould recover as much of its fees
as it could.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Would you see some benefit if you had an agencyaedcould have a board and
have a wide range of industry representatives erbttard to give you this balance
and independence?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| do not know, | think that is a double-edged swodlthough it is nice to think that
you get the right balance, | think because we aoh & small place it would still be
difficult to ensure that those persons who wergéngiton that new board did not
exercise undue influence.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Well, thank you for that. | think | have cleardtht ... We have 10 minutes left. |
would like to speak about appeals. Really, in tsmell, | would like to ask you,
please, to tell us about your progress and what gteps are on producing this
consultation paper on the independent full melasipng appeal system.

Chief Executive Officer:

It is a job for this year. We have an officer wélwould be coming out of his L.T.

project role hopefully within weeks. His next jdiis only other job this year, is the
planning appeal system. So we are on track t@iastonsultation paper this year. It
will be a full Green Paper to look at the varioygians. We want to do that really ...
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to get the debate running we really need to doith#te autumn so that we can get
the debate running, but yes, we have a singleesfiidio has 2 jobs this year. One is
the planning I.T. system and the other one is thening appeal system.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you proposing to set up any sort of groups eokvwvith that officer?

Chief Executive Officer:

| think we would certainly welcome involvement wi8trutiny on that. We would
certainly welcome involvement with industry repnets¢ion and industry groups. |
think we need to obviously work with the courtse fadiciary, the States Greffe as
well as the body politic. Potentially there arangovery big changes as to how
appeals are run and we need to both have debatksthve Law Officers and the
courts as well as the industry and anything thaut8t wishes to or can add to that
would be most welcome because it is a big chargédde potentially a huge change
for the Island. Yes, so the debate will start ffgar. The Green Paper will come out.
What will happen, clearly we will end up gettindpoa of consultation, a lot of debate.
The plan is to have a formal White Paper and latii®# change in the following year,
but it would need a significant change to the Pilaghaw. The listing system is also
changing, the Planning Law in place is as welliheye are quite a few changes that
we would need to make to the current 2002 Planhing. It may warrant a new
Planning Law in its entirety. There are some Iéps of work to go through.

Deputy J.H. Young:

It is for you to put these proposals but | would gsu to look in some detail at

setting up that group because | think some of theseple in groups you have

mentioned are pretty complex and given ... are aleut, for example, to the delays
that can come when dealing with legal processekiisey and consultation through
the courts, the Law Society and others? One nieelds quite organised and focused
in dealing with that.

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes. |think, yes, we are not underestimatingtéis&. To change to the current legal
reasonableness test to full merits appeal and ksawee other form of entry for
appellants, that is the key issue | think. Theran issue about planning merits, but it
is also about, | think, natural justice and abamivlyou can access an appeal system
without the significant costs it currently has.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Do you see that this all has to be done at oneesiagvould there be some mileage in
a first stage and getting the thing into the Stébeget the principles established so
that then we do not have to go round those argwsramd then, having got that, we
can then look at dealing with the mechanics aftedls/a Is there any mileage in that?

Chief Executive Officer:

| think there is. | think what we do need is ayelear steer from the Assembly as to
what sort of appeal system is appropriate. Onchave a clear steer on that, we can
then do the work. There is a lot of detailed wthtt would then sit behind it. But
no, | think that we need to take that approach.
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Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you for that. One last question on this. vidlsly, the timescale is long.
There are shortcomings which | think we are all @aaf in the interim. Are there
any short-term interim changes that you could dmjister, or ask the Law Officers to
do to block one or 2 of the immediate holes indheent law just to alleviate some of
these pressures if it can be done simply?

Chief Executive Officer:

| think one of the issues that cropped up recenllg, Zanzibar case, was how third
parties were able to join or be aware of first pafpeals. That is something that we
are talking to the Court Service on in terms of wintifies people of appeals. It is
not currently our formal requirement that we hawenotify because the appeal is to
the court; it is an appeal against us. But thewamiissue for third parties knowing that
an appeal is sometimes going on. The reality istrabthe time they find out, mainly
because we visited the site or the grapevine ikiwgrvery well, but there is not
anything formal on that. That is something welaoking at. We need to balance it.
We do not want to do too much work on the currgstesm if in 18 months or so time
we want to change the law again to do something, &ist that is certainly one area
we are looking at.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Do you want to pick up on that, Phil? Right, Inkinow, because we are down to less
than 5 minutes, legislation in the pipeline, can Y&l us what is about to hit us?

Chief Executive Officer:
Do you want to do that?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
No, you can do that.

Chief Executive Officer:

Okay. We currently have a draft medium-term wddnpwhich looks at 2012, 2013
and 2014, which are not far off just finalising amd can share that with the panel. It
will look at not only what we are intending to daotlkalso propositions we intend to
lodge and legislation we intend to change or briQuickly, there is a lot of animal
health stuff, so diseases of animals, law, aninealth ... | will not go through them
all because there is quite a lot.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Pesticides, | hear on the radio this morning theae some comment. Is that coming?

Chief Executive Officer:

Yes, Pesticides Law, we try and keep up with whaaing on in the E.U. (European
Union) and the U.K., mainly because of the produtt&e have done a lot of work on
that, but pesticides are certainly on the list. IoA of stuff around animal health,
amendments to the Planning Law to cover things sisch. we tweak the Planning
Law on a regular basis, but some of the big saufiround appeals and heritage. We
are also looking at the Aquatic Resources Law.t Trdudes seaweed and things like
that. Fisheries are always a block allocation s have a number of works on
fisheries. Big new piece of work now on energyfsBbre Renewable Energy Law,
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review of the Electricity Act; that will be someagsificant work following the energy
policy. We are also looking at changing and updpthe Wildlife and Habitats Law
to cover habitats. That is the important thing¢he

Deputy J.H. Young:
Rather than species?

Chief Executive Officer:

Rather than just species. Protection of archaembgrtefacts. Yes, they are the
headlines. Animal Welfare Law, that is the othigr dine for 2014. We have quite a
stack of changes.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Okay, one last question, you can tell us in a ralksshWe are about to launch a
Scrutiny study on a T.T.S. (Transport and Techn®aivices) subject, which is the
guestion of disposal of the residues from incineratat La Collette. | wonder,
Minister, do you have a position on this? Do yoantto just tell us what it is or
would you consider that this comes out of the wbet we are doing on that when we
start it?

[12:30]

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, the general position is that in wanting tctme, as the Chief Minister wanted
us to be, the environmental conscience for theeStéditrough the department, one of
the things that 1| am not able to do at the momenttoi come forward with
recommendations that a full, proper, best availabthnology review is done for
dealing with particular waste items. At the momehe previous process has been
that T.T.S. has generally decided what they wardaand gone ahead and done it
and then asked whether or not it fits the bill ® ticked off from planning and
environmental considerations as to whether ormy aire delivering. | think that is a
short-term policy. It does not necessarily advaheelsland to any great respect, if at
all, in terms of promoting itself as being a sogi¢hat is adequately tied up in
endorsing sustainability issues and the long-termirenmental treaties we have
signed up to. Part and parcel of that is therkbeila request at some stage in the near
future for the States to agree a transfer of ramiallow the waste management
strategy to be put back to the Environment Depamtmehich is where it should be
and where it is in a lot of other jurisdictionsdaon that basis we will be in a firmer
position to ensure that consideration of all ted¢bgies is undertaken and a position is
taken to achieve the better end of the environnhetzeptance spectrum rather than
sometimes of being at the worst end.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Are you saying, Minister, you would prefer in theam of events to be at the
beginning rather than at the end having to decidetiaer something is done or not?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, absolutely, because otherwise we just endnup situation with civil service
officers in other bodies running around in circl&e end up perhaps coming up with
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a political short-term solution that does not adeathe Island’s credibility in green
terms or sustainability terms at all.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Minister, | am bit puzzled, why is that the siteatithat you are not involved at the
start?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Well, because the 2 departments were put togethWge had the Public Services
Department and Planning put together in order tcyme the incinerator as it was
generally easier on the grounds that there wasguwilyg to be one political person in
charge of it and it is not always the case that is difficult to kind of argue with
yourself. So at the end of that process | thowglt | think other States Members
thought that the environmental aspects of the coetbdepartmental jobs would be
reallocated and go back along environmental groundsit did not happen. So we
end up with the T.T.S. ostensibly in an operatée ranning an incinerator and other
waste management processes and at the same timg ibeifull control of the
strategies that govern the environmental aspedisabfob, which is ridiculous in my
view.

Deputy J.H. Young:
How are you going to advance it? Any thoughtshai?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

How it has to be advanced, there is only one wajot@ and that is the remit for the
waste management strategy has to come back todanvant and the operational
control stays with T.T.S.

The Connétable of St. John:
That being the case, you being the regulator ...

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

The regulatory control is something that can hagpdapendently. As | said earlier,
there are 3 aspects of government. There is teeatipnal role, the regulatory role,
and the thinking or the strategy, the strategie.ralVhat | am arguing for is a strategic
role should come back to Environment.

Deputy J.H. Young:
You are arguing for that at the Council of Ministeare you?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Is that being well supported?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

| think we have an element of support but thenerabably a long way to go because
equally what | am doing is the same thing for freé®e and agriculture, and that is

pretty advanced, for the remit to come back fullprder to discharge resource issues,
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parks or conservation measures for dealing withefies and things, which are
rightfully placed with Environment. Likewise witBnvironmental Health in order to
allow us to do the air quality.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Just to comment, fisheries | would guess, Ministers been fairly uncontroversial,
has it not, that change, moving over to yourselves?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
No.

Deputy J.H. Young:
Really?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Was it controversial? What are you hearing?

Deputy J.H. Young:

Well, | had understood there was always a consenslghought the current
organisation - and again, put me right if | am wgens that you have the staff but the
responsibility sits with other Ministers in ...

Chief Executive Officer:
Yes, we have all the staff and all the budget,tbatliegislative responsibility sits with
the Minister for Economic Development.

The Connétable of St. John:
It does not sit well with you, does it, Minister?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Sorry?

The Connétable of St. John:
Does that sit well with you?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
| think it should sit well with us, yes.

The Connétable of St. John:
No, that it sits outside of your control, it sitghvthe E.D.D. (Economic Development
Department)?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Yes, and it should not do.

The Connétable of St. John:
It should not do, so it does not sit well with you?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
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No. When I took up the job, it was on the basat thwas going to try and put all of
the environmental pegs back into the environmegghrtmental basket. | think that
is a view that | have not changed at the moment.

Deputy J.H. Young:

In the meantime, going back to this question of mwhbat leaves us, we are going to
do this Scrutiny review on the residues and it wiously a T.T.S. project, but

obviously part of that is we definitely want youews. In the interim, the question

that leads to, to me, is if we cannot resolve tlusstion of strategy we are likely to
end up with short-term solutions, are we not?

The Minister for Planning and Environment:

Yes, which could well be expensive. The other amdntal difference | think of
approach that is enabled by moving the waste mamagge strategy back to
Environment is that there is the potential, in mgw and it is easily justified, for
certain processes to radically alter the way thadeal with waste materials. Instead
of considering the materials as waste, we can gk ba the old-fashioned view,
which was the right view, when we had the ResouiResovery Board and, in
essence, the waste can be considered as beingaesouSo we can begin to turn
round the operational control of the departmentnfane which relies on subsidies or
inputs of taxpayers’ money into the system to giof waste to one where you can
be generating extra products or adding value tdemasterials in order to generate a
revenue which would not require that level of swatbsidy.

Deputy J.H. Young:

Thank you for that, Minister. This is obviouslywery big subject. | think we will be
coming back to this as part of that review, soihkht helps us a lot knowing your
position. | think now the time ... unless you haws other points, Connétable?

The Connétable of St. John:
No.

Deputy J.H. Young:
| think 1 would like to thank you, Minister, and yp Chief Executive Officer, for
giving such thorough answers. | will now formatlpse the hearing.

The Minister for Planning and Environment:
Thank you.

Chief Executive Officer:
Thank you.

[12:37]
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