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The Deputy of St. John:
Will you give us an update please of your plangiiernext 3 months, thank you.

Mr. J. Rogers:
We are going to start on liquid waste strategy Bfidn Littlechild is going to be
presenting the progress to date.

Ms. E. Littlechild:

The liquid waste strategy is obviously in draftfi@t and is something that we have
presented to the Scrutiny Committee previous toStaes. In the interim period at
the moment we are looking at the improvements twtar the regulator in order that

we can meet with the Regulator Standard and, anthraent, we are carrying out the
hydraulics design upgrade, the R.A.S. (return atde sludge) pump standby, review
of various options on the sewage treatment workkstaand various modifications.

The liquid waste strategy we are hoping to takihéoStates probably in the middle of
next year and we are looking at the different apiat the moment to decide on how
we take that forward.



The Deputy of St. John:
Questions, officers?

The Connétable of St. Peter:

There was, going back again in the sort of mistimé, there was some idea about
renewing the whole of the sewage treatment workas where not, down at

Bellozanne, but | believe they are possibly relmgatiown to the reclamation at La
Collette. |think that has now changed slightlgs it?

Ms. E. Littlechild:

| think the first part of the draft of the greyagy we looked at the 2 options, one of
looking at La Collette and the second main optia@s Wwoking at Bellozanne with a
long sea outflow. | think our preferred optiontlé moment, and it is only a draft
option, is looking at basing the sewage treatmesrkvand doing the upgrades at the
Bellozanne Valley, but that is still something wavé got to pursue further and take
on board, and update the strategy with that predesolution.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
What is the interim response to Chris Newton’s fewbseveral weeks ago now when
he was highlighting the amount of E. coli discharrge St. Aubin’s Bay?

Mr. J. Rogers:

We have done a lot of tests and a lot of challerogethe problems that the sewage
works has had. None of those has resorted, assfare are aware, of any increased
levels of E. coli coming out of the sewage treatmeorks. The issues with oysters

were predominantly about testing arrangements dmat whe oyster testing showed

was E. coli but it shows dead E. coli as well as bnes in the D.N.A. testing and the
fingerprint(?) that happen there. He did have sooreelation between discharges
from the sewage network on the high flows and iaseel levels of E. coli in oysters,

but that is a function of the sewage system amndag not due to any failure of the

system.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
That was the southeast, John, was it?

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

But certainly Chris identified in St. Aubin’s Balyat there was certainly on high flow
incidents with the sort of flash rainfall incidentge are having does increase the
amount of E. coli in St. Aubin’s Bay as well.

Mr. J. Rogers:

What happens is under storm conditions the stormn @gerates and all the storm
flows go through the U.V. (ultra violet) plant take the E. coli down but it is at
higher levels slightly than the normal going thrbuge full process.

The Connétable of St. Peter:



Again, coming back to the original question. WIisathe interim measure between
now and when you finally get the long sea outfall?

Ms. E. Littlechild:

What we have been able to do is agree the intelam with the regulators until we
can resolve the overall problems that we are hawiitp the old asset base at
Bellozanne. There is a number of things that veedaing within in the interim. One
is doing the eutrophic study of the Bay, which we laoping to complete by the end
of this year. We are doing design upgrades osé¢age treatment works.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Sorry, the eutrophic study? Sorry, my ignorance.

Mr. J. Rogers:

It is the nutrient level within the Bay becausesiin closed waters, and one of the
issues and the main reason the sewage works has l@dblem has been the
denitrification elements, and these are the n#ratlich are causing the potential
issues with sea lettuce, and we are probably gwmittgit and carry on with a nice

summer, potentially a summer of those issues, sthawe commissioned another
study of the Bay in the eutrophic state at St. AigoBay to ascertain whether a long
sea outfall would solve those problems.

Ms. E. Littlechild:

As well as looking at the options that we can l@bkn the short terms whether we
need to ... what kind of pellets we might needhatglant in order to help reduce those
nitrate problems until ... if we decide to go wikie option of the long sea outfall.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Is there any intention on behalf of the departnteribok at the long sea outfall as an
early introduction before the refurbishment of Belinne, or Bellozanne 2 I think it is
called, is it not?

Mr. J. Rogers:
We have capital monies of £14 million in 2014, ihth or 2012. | cannot ...

Ms. E. Littlechild:
We have £7.5 million in 2013 and 2014.

Mr. J. Rogers:

Thank you. What we may finish off doing, dependomgthe liquid waste strategy
and funding options from there, is utilise that mprto put the long sea outfall
straightaway which would enable us to buy some timeefurbish or put in a new
process.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Thank you very much.

The Deputy of St. John:



Can | come back on to my agenda? Can | have aatepdease on the programme
for your peer review, a real update, and have theem any major changes as a result
of this review?

Mr. J. Rogers:

Since we met last the key work we have been danglidating the strategy to date,
and we have been focusing what is the optimum isolud get more detail on there.
In terms of the peer review, what we would likedtm is to work with yourselves on
the peer review and perhaps Scrutiny commissionpéer review instead of us
commissioning our own peer review then you comraissinother one, which | think
we did on solid waste. But that peer review needbe done in parallel at some
point. The actual review within States departméras been ongoing and we have
been through another round of review within Envinemtal Health and the
Environmental Department.

The Deputy of St. John:
Any results from that review?

Mr. J. Rogers:

The main output appears to be ... the preferragtisal appears to be long sea outfall
and rebuilding Bellozanne in some form. That setnsve got quite a lot of benefit
in terms of being what the Environment Departmemt as the benefit for the Island
and also from the ...

The Deputy of St. John:
And the public consultation within that.

Mr. J. Rogers:

Public consultation we have not started as yete [duid waste strategy has not
become a public document as yet and we are hopirdp tthat programme in the
autumn.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
A brief question first. You mentioned options, whgou say “options” what kind of
options? Presumably not just technical ones.

Mr. J. Rogers:

In terms of solutions, i.e. where the treatmentess is, | think we have reviewed 8
options. In terms of the options of how you dedhwrban waste water, we basically
looked at all the best technologies available,t9e about service wants separation,
grey water recycling, which is what we have tietbithe Island Plan as a principle,
and minimising the amount of waste. What you cammimimise is the amount of

waste that we will produce, so there is still a @gevtreatment option. | think we

have reviewed 8 options or a combination of optiomkich is different sites and

combinations of those.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Does the total volume have a big impact on whatry@ed to design?

Mr. J. Rogers:



Total volume has an effect on the transport meamanihe size of the pipes. It does
not have that much effect on the scale of the seviatment works. It has some
effect but not a great deal. The sewage workbasiatreating the waste products and
the service water elements makes everything biggdrmakes it more inefficient in
terms of you are pumping water which you do nodnteedo and you are starting off
with lots of dirty water instead of less dirty wateSo there is a long term benefit in
separating it out. But the sewage water does hahge tangibly in terms of the
secondary process and the actual meat of the sem@gs.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

It surprises me as a lay person that if you haa, Isalf the volume but it is twice as

concentrated, that that does not ... that you aymg that would not have an effect at
that point. It has an effect in terms of the isfracture elsewhere, the pumping and
the ...

Mr. J. Rogers:

The only difference if you have the volume, theyodifference you would have is
you would have effectively a primary settlementtisat you might not need as many
primary tanks, which is where you get the main sspan, but the rest of the process
will stay the same scale.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Just coming back to where | was before really. Wdra@ the consequences of
underfunding for the maintenance of the sewagénresat works?

Mr. J. Rogers:
| think we are there already, is the honest answehink we run a very high risk of
failures.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
What would be the outflow from the failures?

Mr. J. Rogers:
We would be prosecuted. There would be a breatimecEnvironment ...

The Connétable of St. Peter:
What will be the impact to the general public? \dahey recognise the failures?

Mr. J. Rogers:

It depends on how catastrophic it is. But in tbengrios that we can potentially see
we can have a catastrophic failure of the sewag@trtrent infrastructure. Power

failure of the secondary treatment and failurehait twill lead to raw sewage going

out into the sea. So if it happened, because we pat telemetry and we monitor it

and we have got a very good maintenance team IgakKithat all the time and we are
building as much resilience as we possibly can,tihatrisk of that is getting higher

and higher.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
If you had to sort of prioritise, where is the heghrisk of failure?



Mr. J. Rogers:

It is probably secondary treatment because it isperating as we showed on the site
visit. It is not operating satisfactorily now s@\&re very much on the limit now, so it
is very easy for that to then go beyond the limit.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Just for the sake of the record, could you justecondary treatment?

Mr. J. Rogers:

Sorry, secondary treatment is where the biologicatess is cleaned up. The primary
treatment is where you get the separation betweédssand liquids. Secondary
treatment is the biological aspect of the works.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
So the net result of a failure there would be ana®utflow of raw sewage into the
Bay?

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes.

Ms. E. Littlechild:

Something the liquid waste strategy identifieshiatt42 per cent of the assets in the
sewage treatment works are in poor condition aretirte be replaced, which is a
significant proportion, and for us to be in thasiion.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
You have already told us it is going to cost aroahdut £14 million for the long sea
outfall, what is the extra cost for looking afteettreatment works itself?

Ms. E. Littlechild:

| am not sure it is going to cost £14 million tanéuthe long sea outfall. That is

costings that we have got to look at. What theitigvaste strategy identifies is that
we need £200 million over a 20 year period in otdereplace the existing assets, be
it part of the sewage treatment works or repladiifferent parts of the drainage

network.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
So you are looking at the whole Island picture imitthat figure?

Ms. E. Littlechild:
Yes.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
But just to upgrade Bellozanne 2, what sort of neralare we looking at there?

Mr. J. Rogers:
Between 50 and 60.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Do you have a timescale?



Mr. J. Rogers:
We would start tomorrow if we had the funding.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
How much more will it cost if you wait? | mean il cost more if you wait or if you
do it now?

Mr. J. Rogers:

Perhaps that is a question on the E.f.W. (Enemgy ftWaste), it is ... as time goes on
things cost more money. The plan we would likerod out involves a big
investment, but in realistic terms it would be 4arngeif we started today before we had
a plant which we would be commissioning.

The Deputy of St. John:
To do with the health then, the longer it is &k bigger the health risk?

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

Can | just ask a supplementary on that point albmatth risk? You mentioned
interim plans with the regulator. What exactly dhe “interim plans with the
regulator”?

Mr. J. Rogers:

What we have done is because of the plant probl@thsdenitrification, we sat down
with the regulator and agreed an action plan wineblves a stage of approximately
7 different items, which need to be rectified amdertaken. The key one is
improving the biological treatment now. To do thed have got to improve the
selector zone, basically we have got to improvevibg the sewage treatment works
deal with the biological issues and we have agtieese actions with the regulator.

The Deputy of St. John:

| have to raise an issue, | think you mentionedlyear in your evidence that you were

hoping that your peer review would ... our panelidde part and parcel. In fact, |

wrote to the Minister on 27th March stating thatweuld stand aside from being part
and parcel of the review because we have to takevaon the overall picture once

you have formulated your particular programme. yBo have to put your actions

together and then we will review those when theetsomes, about 3 months on that
your department have been aware.

Mr. W. Gardiner:

| have actually looked into that from a requestfrdir. Richardson and there are a
couple of contacts that | have followed up for aspassibilities to do a peer review,
which | have not told you about, John. |justissd | had not.

The Deputy of St. John:
Thank you.



Mr. W. Gardiner:
So there are a couple of opportunities of peeerwewie have investigated.

The Deputy of St. John:
Are there any other questions on this? Then weenwovto the next item. That will
be the report on the current status of your talgiindustry please.

Ms. C. Anderson:

Within the department we have had a brainstormseudsion with both the Minister,
the Assistant Minister, Alan Muir, head of D.V.®river and Vehicle Standards),
John and myself, so that the Minister and AssisMimister are completely up to
speed with how the taxi industry runs, which | havesay is quite confusing. | think
the Assistant Minister will agree.

Deputy K.C. Lewis:
Absolutely.

Ms. C. Anderson:

On top of that, we have also had meetings withrdin& taxis to consider their request
for a fare increase, which the Minister turned dpwand also a meeting with the
airport, Deputy Paul Routier and Julian Green szuass taxi provision specifically at
the airport. All of that really is feeding intodbghts that certainly | know my
Minister has concerning where he might wish to aeproposals he may wish to put
regarding the taxi industry that, at the momeng, rawt public but we would wish to
put in a new S.T.P. (Sustainable Transport Plahjchwvl know is the next one on the
agenda, which we can update you on. | am just wappen session mentioning the
sort of things that he was talking about becaussehave not been discussed with
the taxi industry. But there are certainly - whegtthe word is “concerns” - but there
is confusion certainly by the travelling public atid Minister was the one that said:
“Well, | did not understand how it worked” whichalés to the fact that if you catch a
rank taxi the fare is going to be lower, it is gukated fare. If you catch a private hire
it is increased. The rank taxis’ claim is abottied more than rank taxi fare. | know
the Minister is concerned that that is not genéradwledge. People regularly
anecdotally say: “Well, hang on a moment, it onbgtcme a tenner to go from the
airport to town whereas when | catch one back agéien the hotel gets it for me it
might be £12, £13.” It is confusing. The servipeen | think is disparate. | think we
have some excellent service. We also have someptissibly are not quite so
excellent, and | know the Minister is very keeningprove that standard generally,
raise the standard of customer care by our taxistrg.

The Deputy of St. John:

Given that as far back as 1995 the Public Servioe@ittee of the day did have a
committee working alongside or with the Taxi Drigehssociation and the private
hire, and G.P.S. (Global Positioning System) systamare being looked at then by
public services, so therefore you would have naddedeage. Has that ever been
progressed? It does not appear to within the peictor, maybe in the private hire it
has been progressed, but in the public sectopieas it has not.

Ms. C. Anderson:



No, it has not. | know there have been quite ad&empts to modernise the industry,
change it in some way beginning of 2000/2001 with then President of Public
Services, Deputy Hacquoil, came very close to ggtsiome sort of synergy between
those 2 different, private hire and rank. But bwmt there at the time but certainly it
never came to fruition. It is difficult and maybe, that time, either politically or
publicly too difficult. But we are certainly wantj to see some ... the key thing is the
service to the public. It is not just change fbaege sake. It is making sure that the
service to the public is enhanced.

The Deputy of St. John:

Therefore, would it not be time just to withdraw latense plates and reissue them
with new guidelines, which would put in place atuat service to the community and
a fixed mileage charge across the board and dtaghawith a clean sheet of paper
because for too long now, for at least 20 yearsIthan aware of, and much longer,
taxis and cabs have been a real problem on tlaadsand records will show some
taxi drivers were only doing 1,800 miles a yeatdrisally and they put in place a
minimum mileage for all drivers. So is it not tirtieat the whole picture was looked
at again by giving a date, whether it is 2 or 3rgedown the road, where all licenses
have to be reapplied for under a totally new aatand if people are hungry enough
then they will actually ... in other words if weastthinking outside the box to resolve
this one.

Ms. C. Anderson:

Chairman, you may be right but | do think you h&weemember that you are dealing
with individual taxi firms for private hire. Youra dealing with 150 self-employed
rank taxi drivers. That is not easy. They ardrallvidual people, as we know from
Broad Street, they are also unionised. Nothinglgaothing bad. | simply say it as a
comment. | do not know whether that will solve hheblem. But | do know that this
Minister wants to look at it, and we will look atagain.

The Deputy of St. John:

Why | say that, in other industries, whether itthbe finance industry or accountants
and/or insurance companies, you have to have X purplairs of eyes where
historically if you ran a business as an accountant were allowed to operate
singularly, nowadays you have to have, | thinksit4 sets of eyes looking at the
document. So there is absolutely no reason, itaremake changes in that area, we
cannot make significant changes in other areaswantlave got to think outside the
box.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Another thing, Caroline, just to pick up from wtihe Chairman has been going on,
on the same sort of tack unfortunately, would yonsider the taxi service in Jersey is
fit for purpose?

Ms. C. Anderson:

| think it comes in for some unfair criticism. Ugpose you might say | would say
that. | do think since T.T.S. has taken it backrdvom Home Affairs with D.V.S. we
have made significant improvement and certainly nheber of complaints we get
now is way, way down. We have withdrawn licengesnf people that have not been
operating correctly and, in fact, letters have guabt recently gone out on the mileage



being done by taxi drivers. So | do think theraifar better relationship. As | say
before, | think our key point is service to the jeiband | do know there are issues. |
am not blind to that. | also know it is a veryfidifilt area.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

| think, if | may come back, if one were to go autio the Royal Square now and ask
the general public their view of the taxi servicguywill get one-liners like: “Too
expensive”, “Unhelpful.” | have seen taxi drivdlisk the lever while sitting in the
driver’'s seat so somebody can load their own batgsthe boot of their cars. You see
that quite often on the ranks and | am afraid Indt call that service. | think the
general presentation of the drivers does leavé @ Ibe desired. 1 think the fact that
very often one cannot see taxis on the ranks ateptimes is another problem the
public also see, and the fact that we do not habkaek cab type system in jersey
where you can just hail them. A cab parked onxa riank or in a depot is not
servicing the customer, and while | fully acceptaivjou are saying, that we must
look after the people providing the taxi servideeyt are here for one reason and one
reason only, and that is the customer. The cus®think are voting on their feet
and if we look at that within an S.T.P. is thatvégng the sustainable transport
policy? My feeling is it does not at the momentknow John Rogers and | have
spoken, and | do favour a more radical approachldmmpe you will be looking at
that. So it is not a question of sustainable parts...

The Deputy of St. John:
Minister, could | have your views please on taxis?

Deputy K.C. Lewis:

As Caroline has pointed out, it is providing an edlent service. There is always
room for improvement and letters have gone outndgeegarding mileage and dress
codes, et cetera and standard of behaviour. Tldewhing needs looking at. There
is a general confusion, as has been pointed otiweke taxis and cabs where you
may pick up a taxi or cab and hailing thereof, thi$ is something the Minister is
looking at and it might be something quite raditait we have got a few meetings to
come up, but a radical approach might be on théscar

Mr. J. Rogers:
We are not discounting any options at the moment.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Delighted to hear it.

Mr. J. Rogers:
Because of the nature of this panel, indeed therdety, we do not think it is fair for
us to discuss those issues beyond.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

| just wondered if you would like to comment, besau have just jotted down 3
criteria, whether they can be squared or whetheri@more important than the other.
What does the public want? Consistent fares. Atsopanies like | used to run need
consistent fares. | could not even quote because hot know how much it cost to
get from the airport to Rozel, | just did not knowow fares and competition. | am



not sure ... anyway you comment on how those Jthoan dovetail and when the
chips are down which ones are the most importacause they may not fit together.

The Deputy of St. John:
The question is to who please, Deputy.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
The question is to the Minister, | should think.

Deputy K.C. Lewis:
Consistent fares, yes that would be very handye&n obviously somebody arriving
at the airport: “How much would it cost me to getawn?”

The Deputy of St. Mary:
The answer is: “I do not know.”

Deputy K.C. Lewis:

But we do have quite a few occasions where obwoysl have taxis turning up
there and that is a standard fare, but you get akosbooked if it is a company, for
instance, which as Caroline pointed out is aboyte€dOcent higher for a private cab as
opposed to a taxi, which as has been pointed amplpeare not necessarily aware of.
There is also the private limousines which are sones booked by companies. So, |
think the whole thing needs to be reviewed andMhister is very keen that this
should be sorted out.

Ms. C. Anderson:

Can | just come back on one thing, because thesv@vhe public are really quite
interesting because we put it in the J.A.S.S. €Jefnual Social Survey) survey a
few years ago and there was something about faresre is no doubt about it. To be
honest, if you ask generally about it | think mpsbple would say: “Well, they are
too high” but in general most of the other serwiaes acknowledged and appreciated
as reasonable. In general people did get a téoknow the scheme down at the
Weighbridge now is really well liked. It certainghcouraged more taxis back on the
rank, there is no doubt about that. Encouragecderpeople to go to the Weighbridge.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Is that the late night service you are talking aBou

Ms. C. Anderson:

It is the late night taxi marshals scheme and c#yt@something that ... in fact the
police like the fact that the taxi rank is thef@ne of our ideas was we will have more
taxi ranks around the place. In fact the policefqarthat because it means, strangely
enough, everyone is in one place and that is e&sig@olice. The taxi marshals
certainly enhance both the service and people ngaiti queue now do not mind it.
There are some things ... | know what you are spylrthink ...

The Deputy of St. John:

But that is not service. If you are up Snow Hillveherever you are and you want a
taxi and you have got to go to the Weighbridge #nsl pouring with rain and then
you have got to queue among 200 people.



Ms. C. Anderson:

| do not think we do get over what you can do, emthct when we spoke to the rank
taxi drivers to discuss what ended up being a paoe increase, one of the things we
talked about was some P.R. (public relations) ouihe street trying to get over to the
public how the rank taxis work and what you can aadnot do, and you can halil.
You can hail anyone.

The Deputy of St. John:

| am not saying that. If you know that your cldsesi rank is, and you are coming

out of the old Odeon Cinema and you have got t&kwakthe Weighbridge where is

the service in that? There is not a service. @ohave to ring a private hire if you

can get them Private hire will not attend, shadl say, my local pub at St. John’s at
10.30 p.m. at night. That is the problem. Weraregetting the service. These items
need to be addressed.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

| think it would be useful, Mr. Chairman, almostdamy up on the other side of the
table here at the moment, we are answering thetiqnegLaughter], but | think
there are a couple of points that are worth pickipgand certainly it is the view of
some of the members of the Scrutiny Panel, if Hotlaagree with the chairman, there
is not the sort of level of service we would likét is okay to say at 11.00 p.m. at
night when we hail a taxi to get home you will m@t one at 11.00 p.m. They are
looking for 2 or 3 sort of pick-ups from down theeWyhbridge, so they are going to
go down to the Weighbridge first, and private hwidl not pick you up unless you
booked out to go with them in the first place. Yheant a 2 way journey otherwise
they will not take you. So it is almost impossibbeget a taxi. Basically, if that is a
general experience, have we got enough taxis dmilper se, and the answer is
probably not, particularly when it is raining. $think really we could labour this
one and end up totally on the wrong side of théetab

Deputy K.C. Lewis:
Probably we have got enough taxis but maybe we teegghle the times around a bit
more. But that is something else we can look at.

The Deputy of St. John:
Can you repeat what you just said please, Minister?

Deputy K.C. Lewis:

There could quite possibly be enough taxis but raayle may need to look at the

timings of the working hours, et cetera. Therals® the question of perception that if
2 planes land together at the airport, one is nmiate or whatever, then somebody
waiting outside for a taxi could think they are tirag 20 minutes when in fact it is 6

or 7 minutes sometimes. But it is like judgingasging car whizzing past you, you
think it is doing 50 when in fact it is doing 35The perception of time, if you are

waiting and it is a rainy night, can sometimes beegtive.

The Deputy of St. John:



| think we will on, Minister, because | think youllhneed to look outside the box on
that particular issue. Can we move on to I.T.{IRtegrated Travel and Transport
Plan) please.

Ms. C. Anderson:

Update on L. T.T.P. is that it is now called S.T.Rt is now called Sustainable
Transport Plan; that is the term that ConstableaCroft used in his amendment to
the Strategic Plan. It fits with what we want toahd we are more than happy to take
it on board. We have under our new acting chie€ef and our new Minister tried to
relaunch our work on this. You had a copy of threvpus plan and we have now got
a new plan which will start with hopefully a meefiat the end of this month that we
have called ... this is preliminary in draft. Weokv that there are some lines here that
are not as long as they should be, so we will keepupdated. But we are planning
to launch it with all stakeholders right at the ba@nd of this month and start some
consultation with them. We bring on board a psemebody to peer review it. We
will obviously be talking with yourselves, we angsi recruiting some consultants to
undertake some work on the bus contract and oncapacity. We are also doing
some work on trying to get a consultant on boardasome stated preference work.
That will try and assess how easily or not we canspmebody to change behaviour
from driving in a car to going on a bike, to going a bus, to doing something
differently. I have to say quite a lot of this motly necessarily arise from it but really
reflects your letter to us on the draft I.T.T.Pdamlthough we might not have
accepted all the criticism, we certainly took orattbprobably most of it and feel that
what we have not done in the previous I.T.T.P.visence-based base it, and that is
what we want to do doing this work. It is tremeusly tight and the reason that we
want this tight and we need it this tight is todetown to the discussion in December,
which is the budget debate. It is number 17 hem@ @alled Environmental Tax
Debate. The main debate on environmental tax iisggm be in September but in
December, assuming that the September one is aggphrovll be when the budget
debate on the environmental taxes and obviouslyneed to feed down with our
pounds signs in our S.T.P. in order to inform thabate. | have to say the green line
there at number 18, which is both yours and shaduld be green for Green Paper
consultation 19, but it is actually pinkish, bothtbose need to be extended. The
Green Paper we need to consult on for a minimur@ ofonths, so it is pushing it
slightly out. The key date we want to meet is tihanhber 17, which is to get a Green
Paper out by December to inform the budget debate.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Can | just come in on one point there? Sorryjgh8Yy aggressive stance, | apologise
in advance for that. Can you tell me how we badaatmout encouraging people out of
cars on to buses by putting up bus fares by 10p?

Ms. C. Anderson:
| think that is probably somebody ...

Mr. J. Rogers:
It is counter-intuitive to what the strategy is is@y but can we talk about that when
we talk about the business plan for next year?

The Deputy of St. Mary:



Sorry, talk about what? My ears are not very gmooidy.

Mr. J. Rogers:

The issue of raising the bus fares works undouptadhinst what we are trying to
achieve in the S.T.P., but can we discuss that weetalk about the business plan for
next year. We do accept that.

The Deputy of St. John:

| notice on your item 17 you are putting a lot eiance on your environmental tax
debate and yet going through many, many of thedterhich are proposed in the
environmental taxes they are not really ... theytao fluffy.

Ms. C. Anderson:

That is exactly why we are putting a lot of playtbrs because we are doing now the
work. We had already built up the estimates oftwh@& were going to spend ... how
we would spend the money. What we are doing nowehsiilding that up again to
take into account what we can use, what we canssmthow much extra bus services
are, exactly what it is that we want to do. Evideiase that so we can have some
sort of comfort that is going to achieve what wentve achieve and then feed that
into the debate.

Mr. J. Rogers:
The key answer is if you spend that money whabésdonsequence and we need the
answer so that we can basically try and win thattke

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Is it a case then almost that you are looking atliing options using environmental
taxes as a funding option?

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Irrespective of what it is almost?

Mr. J. Rogers:
We have got to assume some funding and our onlglimignavenue, beyond a very
small amount, is environmental taxes.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Would it be fair to comment then that to call ivennmental taxes is a misnomer?

Mr. J. Rogers:
It is a misnomer, that is correct.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Why do we not just say new taxes?

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Or just taxes, not even new ones.



Mr. J. Rogers:
It could be pollution tax, could be a better phrassase so that you tax pollution.

Ms. C. Anderson:
User pays.

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes, or user pays.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

But other departments do not say: “We will haveeaucation tax to pay for our
schools” and yet we seem to be locked in here @ saying: “We depend on
environmental taxes to deliver our transport policy

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes.

Ms. C. Anderson:
We do.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

| just put it to you, you are doomed if you go dotliat road. | just wonder what ... it
is more a question for the Minister actually. ¢fuygo down that road what are your
chances of success?

Deputy K.C. Lewis:

Well, we have just got to pay for the service galter It is a fair point. But | would
like to put environmental tax because we get me@pfe on public transport we are
preserving the environment.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

It is a bonus but | suppose we are making the gbattdoes it really matter what the
tax is called, where the revenue ... if you wantéiver then you have to deliver
somehow.

Deputy K.C. Lewis:
Yes, we just have to deliver the plan.

Mr. J. Rogers:

We can confirm openly T.T.S. does not have enougheay to fund additional ...
T.T.S. does not have enough money to fund its iegigervice let alone enhancing
any service so we need another mechanism to do that

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Which is why you are looking for a pot.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Picking up on that point that the vice-chairman enddere; charging people for
education to provide schools is one thing but woulibt be fair to say the plan you



have in mind cannot be funded from within existiegenues, then the people of the
Island will have to take a view on whether they ianncrease taxes.

Mr. J. Rogers:
Yes.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Rather than calling it environmental tax because th there is a sort of pseudo feel
good factor about environmental taxes because eebelieve that they will be
bettering the environment. That is not necessayiling to be the outcome of the
environmental taxes.

Mr. J. Rogers:

No. I think it is a pollution tax. If you couldax pollution or things that are not

environmental and hypothecate that tax to spencronronmental and beneficial

things then you could get that understanding fraengeneral public. That has been
sat within the States for 3 years now and not hmeshed forward, so it is a very

difficult argument and | accept that. But we haeeother mechanism within T.T.S.

to raise funding.

The Deputy of St. John:

So therefore, will you take it back to your Minisend ask him to rename that tax
because for sure the Environment Scrutiny Panehatréappy at all to see the word
“environmental” tax being displayed in the mannerwhich it is because it is

definitely not what it is supposed to be. So wdl take it back to your Minister so
he can take it to the Chief Minister and the ColuotMinisters and if they are going

to raise taxes they are using a different name?

Deputy K.C. Lewis:
| will certainly pass that on to the Minister.

Ms. C. Anderson:

| mean certainly the consultation for environmerteates, as you know, finished
yesterday and the Minister contributed to that.r @tter sort of suggested that our
view was either the taxes proposed was a reasotiakldéo sustainable transport
because what we are trying to do is to provide dppdies for people to stop
polluting, to stop driving, putting the price ofathup in some ... and then
hypothecating that into additional bus servicebetter cycle roads or safer roads to
school does link. 1think that is where our viesw i

The Deputy of St. Mary:

Do you see there is a danger in going down thaerdww is it different from saying
this is mainstream expenditure, this is somethirgsiwould do anyway as a society
and it comes out of whatever taxes the States égtalraise, but by not linking it to a
new environmental tax, or whatever you want to g¢aljou are actually protecting
that expenditure?

Ms. C. Anderson:
| do.



The Deputy of St. Mary:
Because you are saying that.

Ms. C. Anderson:
| have to say | do accept that. | accept it in khewledge that there is no other
revenue funding but, yes, | accept that point.

Mr. J. Rogers:
The key thing for the pollution tax, it has got he avoidable. If it is avoidable
through behaviour change then I think you can ...

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Sorry, it has got to be ...?

Mr. J. Rogers:

Avoidable. So through your behaviour change if yaant to buy a smaller car and

pay less, however the tax manifests, if it is aoi@able tax then you can see that by
behaviour change you can make, see where you ngffance that money and you

can spend that money within something which meansg Yehaviour changes and

you have environmental benefit. | can understdwedargument for it. The simpler

argument would be to increase the revenue budgtteirStates but that is another
issue which is a very political issue.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Is it really for behaviour change - it is a chickamd egg - if you are putting on a tax
that is compulsory rather than an inducement?

Ms. C. Anderson:
Some stick and some carrot | think is ... the S.WiP be a combination of the 2.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

On a bit more detail, number 9, stated preferenceey. | have a memory of a
similar survey done not that long ago, maybe it lwager ago than | remember, sort
of 5 year-ish of exactly that kind of exercise. wHaell done it was | do not know,

but my question is has it been already?

Ms. C. Anderson:

We have not done one for this purpose, which isryoand estimate modal shift.

Certainly we have not. You may be thinking of sueveys that were done round the
Town Park, and there was another one | know, whemedid the transport model we
had surveyors out asking people their reasongdweliing. They were at the end of
Victoria Avenue, by the Grand Hotel, stopping peoghying: “Where are you

travelling to? Where have you travelled from? Vg you travelling there” and we

did that to build up the transport model, the madtat we have got at T.T.S.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
| suppose you can calibrate if you have got 50ceet of trips are 2 miles or less then
you have an indicator of ability which you can etate with willingness.

Ms. C. Anderson:



On that and also the J.A.S.S. survey picks up qulte there as to who ... well, both
the census but also the J.A.S.S. survey on wheoplgdive and how they are
currently getting to work. So there is a combimatof those things.

The Deputy of St. Mary:

You have got some basic data. Can | ask on tHsSS(stated preference survey),
how are you going to do that and how are you gtingnake sure that you get valid
answers?

Ms. C. Anderson:

We are just getting some experts on board as waksga fact, our timescale is really
short. The advice that we first had is that yoadchto speak to people immediately
they finish their trip so that you put to them, amdfact, talking to our policy
manager, he says it is a little bit like playingame and it is a little bit like saying:
“Well, you have just driven into work, how much wauhis have to be in order for
you not to drive into work or for you to take afdient decision to do something?
How much would a bus fare have to be? How muchldvaiparking charge have to
be?” Itis a calibration like that. | am not suve are going to have enough time and
the main reason for that is because we are justtadrdgering into the school summer
holidays and of course everything changes in thed¢ and that is what we want to
try and get is the other 300 days in the yearortier to do this, our feeling was we
have to be back in term time and that had to be doseptember. Now that is going
to be extremely difficult to fit our timetable, sehat we are going to do is we are
going to do some work with somebody using some WWkited Kingdom) indices
who will then come over and validate in Jersey. w&owill then ask questions in
Jersey. | mean, in some ways you are damned ifdgothat and you are damned if
you do not. If we use U.K. indices people are gdim say they are U.K.’s, it is not
like Jersey. But in the main they are going tovery similar but they will need to be
tweaked for Jersey.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
If you validate then ...

Ms. C. Anderson:

Need to be validated for Jersey, so that is whaameedoing. We are just getting ...
we have not actually got anyone on board to dotil@moment. Literally next week
or so we will.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Looking at the project schedule you gave us, Caeolon item 6, Scrutiny, | see you
have got a 60 day window there working with SciyatinVhat are you proposing to
do within that 60 days with Scrutiny?

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Scrutiny is on holiday, a third of it is.

Ms. C. Anderson:

| do accept that unfortunately it is right overttipgriod. | mean we want to firstly
launch it, sit down with you and have some of tlseussions that we had not had the
full discussions with as we have had already, @aldarly on buses. Your



understanding of buses, how the contract runs,wewnight wish to change it. So it
is really an engagement all the way through theYeu have got a separate part to
scrutinise and realise that in some ways you nedzktkept distant so that you can
then undertake that scrutiny. But we want youetd that you are part of that process,
so really in many ways we will be guided by you@bsow you wanted to participate.

Mr. J. Rogers:

The Minister wants Scrutiny to be involved as sasrpossible because it is easier to
help formulate a strategy with yourselves thanthat end of it, get an external
challenge then to fix it, which is certainly thesgimn we have been in the past within
T.T.S. | know there is a difficulty there with tihelationship but I think certainly for
myself it would be key if we could work togetherdathen at the end there is a
challenge still, I am happy with that. But I thifd¢ good government | think it is ...

The Deputy of St. John:

Can | come in there though; my letter that | sarilarch covering other issues in fact
covers all issues to do with Scrutiny. We wansée what the policies are and we
will scrutinise those policies, as we did with yquevious I.T.T.P. We do not want
to be formulating them. They should be formulateg the ministry and the
department.

Mr. J. Rogers:
In terms of clarification, it is about early drafgetting to yourselves instead of the
final draft.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Reiterating what the chairman is saying, certaingm very clear in my mind that
Scrutiny should not be working hand in hand witle tepartments on policy,
however, there is nothing wrong with Scrutiny laukiat policy milestones through
the preparation of policy so as to avoid wastaggaur part and hopefully come out
with a better result at the end.

Deputy K.C. Lewis:

That was the policy with the Minister from day ome,involve Scrutiny and, as you

quite rightly say, you are not here to make polipgy are here to scrutinise them.
But, as has been said, to get everyone involvexh &arly stage so you know where
we are.

Ms. C. Anderson:

We are not reinventing the wheel here. | meanl.fhd.P. and the Turning Travel

Around document have all fed in to where we are .n&e now have what we are
calling, and we must find a different name forhitit a punchy document with our
policies in. So, if you like, it has taken a Idttbe words out and it is now a punchy
document which is the policy, and that will be lalned on 31st July. That is exactly
what we would like your early input into.

The Deputy of St. John:
So we might be seeing things like double deckeedasd the like?

Ms. C. Anderson:



We might.

The Deputy of St. John:
| just throw that in.

Deputy K.C. Lewis:
| was measuring the bus station this mornifigaughter]

The Deputy of St. John:

We will move on then to - | think we have gone tigh that submission -
environmental spending initiative, waste recyclieg,cetera. Who is going to lead
that?

Mr. J. Rogers:

We have got an item on the agenda called Over Managt Strategy which ... we
can do the spending initiatives if you like. Theesding initiatives which we have
been tasked with doing, and based on the letteisgatius, we are going to do, if it is
acceptable, a presentation to yourselves when gme ¢o the recycling centre where
we will have the full details for your ... which wall hand over to you then.

The Deputy of St. John:
The visit?

Mr. J. Rogers:
The visit, yes.

The Deputy of St. John:

Have we got that date firmed up? Can we firm e dip while you are here so as to
2?2

Mr. M. Haden:
23rd July, Thursday afternoon at 2.30 p.m. wasajrike dates that was given us.

Mr. J. Rogers:

We will do the recycling ones then. The spendingiatives on the sustainable

transport are based on our previous ones but we &lae committed some additional

expenditure to get the S.T.P. into a format with évidence that we require for the
end of year, which is again we have used one-offiey® because we have not had
funding for this.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Sorry, you have to have funding ...? They areblitked up, | am going to see the
doctor in a minute. So can you say that louder?

Mr. J. Rogers:

We have committed some additional expenditure ftbentransport elements of the
money we were given this year, which was one-ofheys, to finish off the S.T.P.
and get it into a format with the evidence that gsied for and we require. We have
a full breakdown of that if you require it.



Ms. C. Anderson:

You will have seen that we have gone out with theomworks, £150,000-odd that
we are spending to redo about 11 or 13 jobs arthumdsland. It is the sort of budget
that T.T.S. has not had for years because of buzlget and | know it is something
that the Minister and Assistant Minister are reden on doing. It supports the
Parishes a lot.

The Deputy of St. John:
Other questions, officer? Have | omitted to put gnestions?

Mr. M. Haden:
The presentation you are talking about on wastecheg, is that going to be
combined with the sustainable transport as wedl sgime thing, the same time?

Mr. J. Rogers:
We can do it at the same time, yes.

The Deputy of St. John:
We will now move on to your draft business plan.

Mr. M. Haden:
The odour control issue.

The Deputy of St. John:
Sorry, you have 5 minutes on your green waste oogh@amagement.

Mr. W. Gardiner:

| shall be sat here in a paper chair. You kindjyead to see us at your first meeting
back last year to discuss the history of the irsgesompost facility and the need for
us to progress a public green waste collectionasitk we gave you an update then.
What | would like to talk to you about today is wéeve have moved forward with
that strategy. We turn to the third page and & bat an explanation of where we
were, which is we were seeking to get an enclosedraw solution, and | have set
out there the advantages which were explained to atothe tail end of last year.
Those still apply but, if we turn to the next patiegre are also a number of risks
associated with a fully enclosed site that we haweked on. For example, there is
not a turnkey supplier of an enclosed windrow usangolyethylene tunnel solution.
There are unlikely to be process guarantees fono@wels arising from that facility.

The Deputy of St. John:
Can | stop you there a moment? What is the diffiegein cost between a
conventional building and a polyethylene tunnel?

Mr. W. Gardiner:

It is in the order of £600,000, £700,000 which igngicant on the budget that we
have got. It is also the case that we have aduniime span at La Collette
potentially, depending on the removal of the fehf and other developments at East
of Albert. We also wanted the need to potentiedlyse that facility somewhere else if
that time span were moved forward or backwardslatea date. So the solution does
give us that flexibility. There remain risks tithe odour levels that we are able to



achieve in the end solution remains unacceptableat is the case for any in-vessel
compost solution. We have not found a single smiudnywhere that we have seen in
over 30 plants that | have seen which does not Bawge form of odour associated
with it. There are also the concerns about bica@rmanagement which is a health
risk in relation to all enclosed composting fa@kst As a result of that and the
challenge on, | suppose rising from our new chi@é€er coming in and looking at the
money that we have available, and making sure wheatare using it in the most
efficient way possible, the new Minister challerins on this as well, and the
Assistant Minister, we thought that it would betbetto take a staged approach to
development of these facilities and we have dividedto 5 phases, which is set out
there and | will run through those 5 phases. Tipbseses are to be carried out in line
with an approach which is to try and avoid odowstfand if we are producing odour,
to reduce it as much as possible, then to try ardose facilities from a staged
approach to get to a final solution where we atky fenclosed. In terms of odour
measurement, we have purchased the bizarre loakatigiment before you at phase
one. This is called the nasal ranger and it esaldeto establish an odour threshold
for measuring the impact of odour at particularattans. Now, everybody smiles
when we say this, but this is one of the only widngd you can measure odour. What
we do is we train up a number of people to see dnghey have hypersensitivity or
low sensitivity, those people are not suitable doing odour testing, and we use
repeated odour tests to ensure that we have \egdglts. Now the next page shows
you the complaints that we have received from the&Cbllette composting site, which
is the cause of concern and the reason for the foeegvestment. We have got over
30 complaints highlighted there and we have hidgiitéid a zone which we think is the
major zone of complaint, the zone sensitivity, whias been agreed with the Health
Protection Regulator, which is responsible for ecément of the Statutory Nuisance
Law. What we intend doing is monitoring the leeélodour arising using the nasal
ranger at the point of complaint once a complargstablished, and also you will see
that we are monitoring at 7 locations around thepost facility itself. That is taking
place on a daily basis already to establish a b&selgainst which we can then
compare the complaint level and see what is anpsaioke level for the recipient
compared to what we are generating on site. Ifdwehat we are able to establish
what mostly causes a complaint and what does ndthapefully establish a level of
investment on the site which matches to one whiclan acceptable level for the
recipient. In order to do that we found oursehasthe cutting edge of odour
monitoring, which is slightly disturbing, but whate found is that really any sites in
the U.K., for example, where this level of comptgxn terms of odour monitoring
has been undertaken because there are not greesitas which are located near to
population centres which remain after complainta ebrt that we have had have been
received. The next phase is to attempt to reddoerowithin the compost facility and
there have already been a number of managementiqeels employed on site to
attempt to reduce odour and, in fact, we have semduction in odour complaints
already this year. What would happen in phasetBatswe would add what is called
an inoculant which is a chemical dosed with paléicibacteria and fungi which
encourages the growth of a range of different fun@dour tends to be caused by a
concentration of one different type of bacterialdal source. We intend carrying that
out for 3 months from this month dosing the inoatiland we have also ... in order to
do that we have had to reduce the windrow heidiitthe end of that phase we will
discover whether we have had a significant effactodour or not through our
monitoring. The next phase, if that was unsucoéssiould be to improve our



misting and masking. This is where we have accefttat odour cannot be avoided
and we are now trying to knock it out the air analskiit. We already have a misting
system which is the odd section of telegraph patebe back of the site there. 1t is
not very effective we found and there are a nunabé@mprovements we can make to
focus it on the arrangement of the compost siteadsnl we are looking point source
misting and masking within the site. Again it isoav level of investment. It could
have a significant impact and on some sites we lgaiesubjective evidence of it
being successful. We would also look at the seéngeand landscaping the site to a
greater degree to control airflow which has a maféect on odour. If that again is
not successful, demonstrated through modellingraaditoring on the site, we would
move to enclosure of shredding and screening irs@la These are the 2 largest
causes of odour generation on site we believe,vandvould look to introduce an
automated windrow turner which effectively does fbé that our shovels and
excavators do at the moment, which enables a mamsistent and more frequent
turning of the compost which should reduce odourwedl. It has again been
evidenced to reduce odour elsewhere. Again, if ihaot successful, then we are
looking to go to the fully enclosed facility thatewalked to you about at the end of
last year. In summary, what we are hoping to dihés5 phases that we go through
enable us to increase the potential effect andstaged way introduce the capital we
have available to try and tackle the odour problem.

The Deputy of St. John:
Given that funding was put aside for 2005 to ergld®w much has it already gone
up from that original figure?

Mr. W. Gardiner:

The cost of an enclosure? What we have done isawve ... the original cost of a
concrete tunnel system would have been affordalienghe original budget. When
we were only successful in 2006 in identifying thige for the facility it became

unviable in relation to that budget. What we hdege is we evaluated in the solution
down to the polyethylene enclosed tunnel which khba affordable now.

The Deputy of St. John:
Have you thought about putting it back at Crablfledughter]

The Deputy of St. Mary:
My ears have suddenly become unblocked.

Mr. W. Gardiner:
It is obviously a temporary nature to the facilibat we are talking about now, and
that is partially why we want to look at a stagpgr@ach as well.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

Just going back to the previous chief officer befdohn, the other John, there was
some suggestion that you were moving up to Wan#iakn and yet we could be
looking up to £3 million investment down at La @le here.

Mr. W. Gardiner:
Warwick Farm was originally one of the 2 sites thais looked at for the permanent
compost facility. The previous Minister agreedttha Collette was a suitable



location for the actual processing plant. WarwiEkrm we have just obtained
planning permission for a public green waste raoaptacility, so it is receiving

compost from the public, but to my knowledge it wast an intent to site the
processing plant there.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
That was not the briefing we had, was it? It wasde the glasshouses as an interim
measure at Warwick Farm, to put the windrows in.

Mr. W. Gardiner:
It might have been for the public green waste ctibe. That would have been the
brief.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Are you saying there is commercial green wasté atiming in from the farming
community as well?

Mr. W. Gardiner:
Commercial green waste is received down at La @elleow on the new collection
site.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
That is from the farming industry, is it?

Mr. W. Gardiner:
It is not agricultural waste, it is from landscagpin

The Deputy of St. Mary:
So has agricultural waste more or less come tndf e

Mr. W. Gardiner:
Since La Collette which is 2003.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
It does not come to you?

Mr. J. Rogers:
No.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Is Warwick Farm off the horizon now then?

Mr. J. Rogers:

Warwick Farm was engineered, and as Will quitethjgsaid, | think we looked at 18
sites for the permanent facility and Warwick Farnd d.a Collette were the 2 final
options, and the option chosen was going to be bbette, which is why we are
down there still. Warwick Farm, the top part of Weck Farm could be engineered
to that, but the closeness to the housing anddtenpal to be used at Warwick Farm
has other issues. We have got approval for remephiere because it is set in a very
viable place for bringing the general public injstcentral, and off the main road.



The traffic infrastructure is handled up there avel have proved that. So for the
reception for the general public it is a very gogitt and we have got planning
permission to do that. For the actual procesdqiagwas probably 2 years ago.

The Connétable of St. Peter:

| can take it then that Warwick Farm is off the rdg, apart from public collection.
Moving on from that then, how does that fit in witlte S.T.P. ideals and that we are
now going to be moving public deposited green wakien to La Collette for
processing?

Mr. J. Rogers:
We will bulk it.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Currently you are doing that from Bellozanne whiglmuch closer to La Collette.

Mr. J. Rogers:
No.

The Connétable of St. Peter:
You are not coming through the town?

Mr. J. Rogers:

There will be very little difference. The soluti@ Warwick Farm will involve a
different vehicle, so we will compensate for thaellozanne is not an ideal place
either. We currently run it there because of thet ive have not told the general
public at La Collette due to the hazards.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
One last little question, is there a complaintlog

Mr. W. Gardiner:
There is. That is what the drawing which shows30e..

The Deputy of St. Mary:
| see what you mean. But | mean through time?

Mr. W. Gardiner:
Yes, since 2005 we have got all data.

The Deputy of St. Mary:
That is the reward, is it not?

Mr. W. Gardiner:
What we are hoping to do is do some publicity akibig and if people do have
unacceptable odour levels they can put something.to

The Deputy of St. Mary:
Well, they are cheaper than a machine.



Mr. W. Gardiner:
They are. Then we can go out with a machine anasare it. The machine was not

expensive.

The Deputy of St. John:
There are no other questions? We will now moveooyour business plan. Who is
going to ... Chief Officer or the Minister?

The Connétable of St. Peter:
Is it not a closed session now?

The Deputy of St. John:
We will now close the open session at 3.10 p.m.cosk the public meeting.



