STATES OF JERSEY

Environment Panel
Waste Recycling Review

THURSDAY, 21st February 2008

Panel:

Deputy R.C. Duhamel of St. Saviour (Chairman)
Connétable K.A. Le Brun of St. Mary
Connétable A.S. Crowcroft of St. Helier

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire of St. Helier

Witnesses:

Mr. M. Tadier

Mr. N. Palmer
Ms. C. Beech

Mr. P. Robinson
Mr. T. Pitman

Mr. A. Le Gallais
Mr. K. Shaw

Mr. D. Rotherham
Mr. D. Moody

Deputy R.C. Duhamel of St. Saviour (Chairman):

This is the third meeting out of 5 meetings andfthal meeting will be on 14th or
15th March at the Town Hall. So if a number of yoalleagues have not managed to
turn up this evening but they would still nevertdssd like to convey to the
Environment Scrutiny Panel their views and opiniamsthe Island’s burning issue
(pun intended) then please invite them along tornteeting at the Town Hall, or
indeed to the next meeting on 28th February atSthéBrelade Parish Hall. A few
words of introduction. For those who do not kndws panel, we have the Constable
of St. Mary on my right, we have the Constable bft&lier, we have myself the
Deputy of this district, and we have Deputy PaulClaire. We have apologies this
evening as well from our fifth member who is Dep@glia Scott Warren of St.
Saviour. She is unable to make the meeting thegieg as she is somewhere else and

sends her sincerest apologies. What is this egeadirabout? Basically we thought it



was a good idea, on the basis that a number ofteepave been written about the
Island’s waste management strategy, and indeedirthkesolution has not yet been
found or ascertained. That will happen in July, thmk, when the Transport and
Technical Services Minister will come to the Howsglining his preferred course of
action. We have been given a few indicators andt@s as to what it might well be
and it is some of those issues that we would wisldiscuss with members of the
public this evening. This is a 2-way function.igltnot just for us to come and spout
off and to give you our viewpoints, although we guite happy to do that and to fill
you in on some of the technical details that weehlagen privy to. The idea of this
evening’'s meeting is really to find out whether thaste strategy at the moment is a
burning issue among the public and whether or oattiink that all options are being
suitably explored; whether or not you think certeimmphasis or over emphasis is
being placed in certain directions; or indeed whietbr not you have a certain pet
theory or piece of plant or kit or whatever whicbuythink would make an even
bigger impact to how the Island discharges itsasnability credibilities. It is true to
say - and a lot of people do not really realiss thihat the Island’s waste is not the
States’ problem until we give it to the States ¢ot out. That seems a bit of a
surprising remark to make but | make it nonethelddader the parochial system we
have 12 parishes, and as you all know because Ivazealatepayers we all put our
hands in our pocket once a year and instruct ourstable to spend monies on a
collection service. Some of those collection smwi are run in-house by the
individual parishes; other parishes take the opmitgt to combine to provide
co-ordinated, if you like, collection services imli#ferent fashion. But in essence the
waste materials - because they do not become wastethey hit a certain point in
the waste hierarchy - that we all purchase in ti@ps, whether it be bottled water,
which is top of the pops at the moment for somepfgedhere is a container. We pay
our good money for that container and then we disfj it in our bins in some shape
or form. We instruct the Constables through theshaassemblies to spend some of
our parish rates on collecting those materials anious ways. There are some
innovative collection methods that are operatedthan Island but they are not as
widespread as perhaps they should be. Thereaftémstruct, indirectly or otherwise,
the Constable to get rid of those materials. A benof years ago the Department of
Transport and Technical Services was Public Sesvaned before that it was the

Resources Recovery Board in part. Fundamentahgravthe Environment Panel are



hoping to come from is to maybe not necessarily the clocks way back to the days
when we were all running around in sackcloth arfiesasor whatever, spouting our
green principles, but certainly to look at the phdphy behind the naming of the
department in those days. It was resource recovéfg feel that if some materials
within the waste stream can be recovered and piutrtioer good use - and there is a
whole multitude of uses that these materials catubyeed in to - then in fact we will
be adopting the best practice in terms of the waistearchy which says: “Try and use
less if you can or switch to different ways of deg$ with things but if you cannot,
cut down a little bit.” If you cannot do that glhemd and generate materials for
further use but think about how you are going spdse of them and follow a design
hierarchy which says at the top end try and getes@urther better use out of it or
some added value, and that could be somethingnaglesias taking these plastic
bottles and turning them into fleece garments acateder. Indeed we have read in the
national newspapers just recently over Christmasreviplastic bottles, | think it is
something like 30-odd or maybe a few more, are eded into a fleece material.
Some people think that is astounding and had rabyrehought about it before, until
you look at the labels inside your clothing. There little label there that tells you
the materials that your clothing is made out ofot Bverything comes from sheep or
cotton plants these days; we do have synthetic rralteand polyesters are one of
those synthetic materials. To cut a long storytshioese bottles can find a reuse back
into the textile trade. Some people might say:sY& what but why can we not just
burn them or put them in a hole in the ground nd fother uses for them which are
not maybe as exciting as turning them back intadterogarment?” There is a whole
host of value adding schemes that we feel fronsthnetiny panel should be looked at
at least as an alternative, to get to the positidrereby the Island can properly
address how much material is there in the waskastronce we have adopted
“sensible” because it is a qualitative and subyecjudgment as to what that level
should be -- but how much can we usefully takeaduhose materials from the waste
stream to be left with what is termed residual wastsidual waste that we cannot,
despite thinking, find any use for it other thawing to dispose of it in some shape or
form? Even then if we could get to a position veligrwe have reduced the quantities
within the waste stream that need the final treatmeethod, whatever it is, there are
a whole host of other methods or alternative methibwht could again usefully be

applied to gain extra value out of something whuobst people think is useless and



should be disposed of without thinking about it.e Wave amassed a huge amount of
evidence to show that there are cost-effectivaraterses if the Island would wish to
espouse that. We feel generally at this pointnretthat the Island committing itself
to a 32 per cent recycling rate or thereaboutsttier next 25 to 30 years would
represent a substantial under performance in teindersey’s green credentials,
especially so when the Island of Guernsey, our degt neighbour, early on last year
told the world that they were going to espouse @&Ocent recycling rate by the end
of this year or the next. Other communities arenaging to achieve substantially
higher rates and basically it is, as the proverbsgavhere there is a will, there is
probably a way. The Island when it comes to debisse issues, in July hopefully,
will have to determine whether or not we are bdwld things by a bunch of cranks
who are all sporting green socks and green hatswaating sandals and having
beards - although the Constable and | are in goatpbany here, so we will probably
be tarred with the brush - or whether or not we raftecting what seems to be a
worldwide move to become socially environmentalbnscious. We think that the
Island, if it does wish to play its part, and weah&om the Council of Ministers and
others that as an Island jurisdiction we continualbnage to punch above our weight
(that is a common phrase) suggesting that thedskbeit its small size, is able to do
things which smaller islands would not normally éxpected to do. | think there
should be an element of consideration across thedldo see whether or not some of
these things can change our thinking, not necégdaricome forward and suggest
that 100 per cent recycling should be the ultingatal. In some communities they are
aspiring to that; it is called zero waste. Althbugey know that the holy grail will
never be obtained by and large, or maybe perhapslljtthere nevertheless is a
general aspiration to try and move things in thegdation as far as they are able. |
think the Island can do substantially better tharp8r cent; we are not even there at
the moment. | think it would represent a huge wadtresources, if you like, if that
was indeed the best that the Island could aspifertthe next 25, 30 years. So that is
probably enough. | have given you more than mottaidl time. | have been told by
my other Members that | tend to go on a bit angbii see people’s eyelids drooping
then you know you have probably said 10 times ashmiBut the evening is for you.
We are happy to answer any questions as far agevabée to do and to give you the
benefit of our experience so far and some of théeexe that we have been amassing.

On a housekeeping note, | think we have to say gongeabout the fire instructions.



If a bell goes or siren then we all have to makeveay to the set of steps and get out
of the building as quickly as possible. What we doing, which none of the other
panels have done, is to adopt a roving microphdde.we have one of our officers
who will be coming around with a microphone angtafi could just briefly introduce
yourself, because we are transcribing all of thiegd that you are telling us because
we are genuinely interested in what you have tq aag we will be analysing the
comments that you give us at a later date. Withatiter ado, | open the proceedings
to the full house. The intention is to run to 9@fh. but we will see how we go. If
we fizzle out even earlier then fine, probably gdl home and watch the football if
there is any on tonight. But other than that Idngpu get as much out of the meeting
as we have done on previous occasions. | will thkdfirst question. Do not be shy
or otherwise | will have to speak for the next 2its0

Mr. M. Tadier:

Hi, my name is Molfor Tadier. | will start the bablling tonight seeing as nobody
else wants to open the questions. | have hadrgege of living abroad for a few
months in different locations when | was a studehknow that most places in the
world seem to be more advanced in terms of reaydlan Jersey, which is perhaps
not surprising, but it is good that we are takingse steps, | think. When it comes to
recycling, be it plastic bags or bottles, | foutattif you start to hit people in the
wallets, even if it is just a nominal amount, thiétrt often makes people think.
Whether it is one penny on a plastic bag or 5 opdiice for returning a bottle, it does
give people the incentive. It is fair enough tg see will recycle these bottles but you
have to get the bottles in the first place to bk @b recycle them. | know that is
something they operated in Germany for quite a ltimg and | know even in the
U.S. (United States) they have a system where thegrd people if they bring their
own bags to the supermarket. For example, if yoo up with your bag they will
give you an extra 10 cents, which is not a lot bhudoes provide an incentive.
Alternatively there is the stick option where yays“We are going to charge you a
penny or 5 pence for that plastic bag.” Whilesinbt going to break the bank it does
make people think: “I do not really need the plastag because | have one at home
that | can reuse or | have a backpack that | cantpru” | do think it is a question of
education. But it really is up to the Governmentry and put in the system so that it

will encourage people. | know that people woulddedly keen to recycle if they just



had the opportunity to do it. One more point, iar@any for the last 7 or 8 years
they have had multiple bins on the street. If yant to get rid of a plastic bottle or
banana skin there is a choice of 4 bins in a raila@ation or on the street and then
that obviously facilitates recycling and separatadnrubbish. So, just a couple of

ideas.

Deputy R. C. Duhamel:

Thank you for that. | think that is a valuablengoi It is obviously one of the things
we have in our armoury to encourage changes iralsbehaviour. That said, | think
we should also consider that we are already pafgnghe materials that we throw
away to be collected through our parish rate aral @rish assembly we would have
the authority, acting as parishioners, to instthetConstable not to take the materials
to be burnt, for example. If we preferentially leadollection of mixed recyclables, it
would be within our remit to instruct the Constabdedeliver those materials to a
third party recycler in order to make some moni#ghat | find particularly galling is
that there is an intrinsic value to a lot of thetenals. They are not worthless, they
are not something that the States absolutely hapdnd further taxpayers’ money on
in disposing of; they do have a value in themselv@he key issue really is in
determining whether or not the Island wishes to eniovthat direction to release some
of those funds. We have had some evidence to sugjust the total collection cost
for the whole of the Island could almost be covepgdhe value within the rubbish
that is being burnt at the moment. So you asksaltia sustainability question: is it
better to burn it or is it better to recycle it?hink the answer is probably clear to a lot
of people. But we take your point, education isaltely key. Any comments from

the other members?

Connétable A.S. Crowcroft of St. Helier:

| think the suggestion of fiscal measures is cleadt within the scrutiny panel’'s
remit. Only the Treasury Minister can bring in entax, as we know from G.S.T.
(Goods and Services Tax), and certainly the optibnvironmental taxes is not
being pursued as enthusiastically as it was byCihiencil of Ministers. One suspects
that is partly because they have recently introduGeS.T. and so the option for
introducing further taxes has possibly been aftedtg that. 1 know that the plastic

bag issue is being addressed by the Planning Mméstd some of you may have seen



the director of the Co-op tonight on the televisimiking about the unintended
consequences of putting, for example, 10 pence @araer bag. Certainly Jim
Hopley has explained to me that a lot of peoplase-their carrier bags for domestic
waste and for their domestic litter bins. If w&ddhat option away from them they
then have to go out and buy a roll of bags fromdhme place. It may be that we
should be looking at different ways of discouragithg use of plastic bags and
encouraging the use of multi-use bags and so is. within the States’ ability, and it
is certainly within the retailer’s ability, to sirtypstop providing their customers with
carrier bags or to replace the carrier bags wiessdhat carry the logo of the shop but
are re-usable and which they possibly sell to tbegtomers. | think there are going
to be a suite of options which the Planning Ministél look at in his attempt to get
rid of plastic bags but there is no doubt that we a huge amount of carrier bags.

Somebody quoted a number to me recently, it isémtillions.

Deputy R. C. Duhamel:
It is 30 million.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Thirty million a year as an island. There is naldibthat we should be tackling that
item. | was also interested in your comment abiigr bins because one of my
priorities for the urban area is to provide mottetibins. Sometimes if you are the
sort of person who picks up litter because it madhg in front of you you may find
you have to walk for hundreds of yards before yiad & litter bin in which to put it.
So we do need to review the provision of littersbin the urban area. Also you may
have noticed there are about a dozen differentstygditter bin, ranging from the
almost totally rusted away thing with a door flappiopen to extremely ugly modern
litter bins which have a very large capacity. inkhwe probably also need to
investigate the composition of litter bins in thdan area before we splash out. If we
go for the German model and we buy litter bins #egtarate, obviously they will hold
less, they will need to be visited more often. Tduwerent litter bin that is being
favoured by my staff is the large thing that lodik® a small phone box in grey.
They are not very attractive but they do hold a Idtmost of the waste that is being
collected is dry, paper and plastic, then that el into question the need to have

separate areas for other things. Clearly we atsulto step up the recycling of drink



cans as well. That is currently being done a peic@mpany. No accident; that is the
area of recycling which is worth the most moneye Bluminium can is worth a great
deal of money when it is bulked up and bailedhink it is a useful comment and |

am certainly looking into it for the parish of &telier.

Deputy R. C. Duhamel:
Anything further? Second question please.

Mr. N. Palmer:

Hello, my name is Nick Palmer. | used to run theal branch of Friends of the Earth

for about 8 years and | still maintain contactdwtiteir headquarters in England. The
Friends of the Earth position is that the adoptba mass burn incinerator is directly

contrary to achieving the best possible recycliaigs because in effect they need to

burn material that can be recycled. Would the pagese with this point?

Deputy R. C. Duhamel:

Yes, | think that is possibly a very easy one taeagwith, yes. | would
wholeheartedly endorse your comments. It is jast ¢nergy from waste plants,
which is a generic term for burning things in diffet ways, encompasses not just one
method but a whole host of different methods.irlklwe have to be a little bit careful
if we are talking about burning issues to say weetr not we disagree with burning
issues per se or whether or not we just disagrée lwirning with oxygen, which is
the normal combustion method, but we would perhsyggport pyrolysis systems,
which is in the absence of oxygen, or gasificapoocesses, which is a similar system
which drive off gases from material and leave yathwhars which can be further
processed. |1 think broadly speaking the idea ef putting your unsorted material
into an open fireplace, by and large, and boltingequipment to clean up the gases
that you know are going to be difficult to deal kit because we generate the
problem, basically, by not sorting things out thatise the problems - | would agree
that it is possibly at the bottom end of the methdor dealing with whatever is
considered to be a waste. That said, | would tickenake one other comment. We
have recently been looking at some other equipmitth is tied into pyrolysis and
gasification, and a number of U.K. (United Kingdojmjisdictions are also looking at

it, and some of this equipment, for example, caake the 6,500 tonnes of plastic that



we produce. At the moment there is a recyclinguealo P.E.T. (polyethylene
terephthalate) bottles, whatever, which ranges é&tw£100 a tonne and £300 a
tonne. Basically anything that is above the shmgpcosts to take it to further
recycling centres must be deemed to be a sensiipig to be considering. But if we
did not do that then what we have been lookingeg¢mtly is a number of suggestions
that are being looked at more closely, as | saidthe U.K. to take the plastic
components of the waste stream and to break themn doto their constituent
molecules and then to recombine them to make aefratdiesel. This is quite an
interesting process because we could be gettingelaffom the plastic. It begs the
guestion whether or not a fuel with which we cob&lrunning our car fleet on and
displacing the petrol that is being imported wordgresent a betterment than taking
the materials and just putting them into an opesingrator and generating small
guantities of electricity at a low resale cost amplacing the nuclear power which is
generally seen to be a more carbon-free way ofymiad electricity than incineration
is. I think we have to be a little bit carefuf. we look at the figures, one thing to toss
out is that the 6,500 tonnes of plastics, if death with this particular type of plant,
could generate 6.5 million litres of a synthetielfto be displacing fuel imports, and
that must be good in the long term. The priceie$él - | had a look just recently - is
of the order of £1 a litre. So that 6,500 tonnkplastic, dealt with in a particularly
creative way, could represent an income to thendslaf some £6.5 million. That is
the type of figures that really have to be consdeproperly when we come
[Interruption ] -- sorry? That is per year, yes. The Islandegates around about
6,500 tonnes of plastic. From the figures we hé#ve,resale cost, if you converted
that plastic into synthetic fuel would be of theler of £6.5 million. It is not just a
simple case of saying, right, out of sight is olutnind, let us burn it all and that is the
best. There are other better methods. This isabrtbe reasons that the scrutiny
panel has taken a number of years. We have doapdzts so far. There is a final
report being presented to States Members in Marcdund about 14th and 15th. We
are hoping from the work that has been done thatesof these questions will be
settled in a way that could represent substardihgs to the Island in the long term.

Any other comments?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire of St. Helier:



| think it is the whole issue, is it not, reallyhat is the whole issue about whether or
not we incinerate our waste and whether or not ake tlarge amounts of our
taxpayers’ money and build a plant to incinerated ehether or not incineration is
good for the environment, taking on board globalrmiag and everything, the
pressures that we are going to be facing, and whethnot we are recognising that
we need to address this issue. If we do not addtes 2008 do we really think we
are going to get around to addressing it in 2058mithe plant has had its day? There
are issue about emissions; there is issue abold loosts; there is issue about
operation costs; there is issue about dismantlosgsc At the end of the day | think
the most important factor is that we need to bréaln our waste to the smallest
possible amount before we decide what kind of piarg we need to build to burn
that amount. That is really the key issue. | arspnally convinced that the type and
size of energy from waste plant that is currentyny discussed, and probably going
to be recommended to the States, is far too lavgddrsey. It does not address our
environmental obligations. Just one issue, fomgda: you tie in emissions from an
incinerator. | have been asking recently aboutaaubon emissions and whether or
not we have an obligation, and it comes througimfi$yoto and obviously future
sons of Kyoto protocols and agreements. While wendt have any limits per se
because we come under the U.K. limits, there isadly discussion in the energy
policy, for example. If you read the Energy Cotetubn Policy within carbon
trading, page 89, we are talking about an annuat ob offsetting the Island’s
emissions of £3 million. So, there are issues abw waste from the incineration,
the ash from the incineration. How are you gomgléal with that? There are issues
about the emissions. There is issue about the ddtat else will you need if you
build a plant there of that magnitude? A new roatu will have to probably move
some of the fuel farm. Some of the costs that meel@king at at the moment are
huge, huge costs, in excess of £100 million. t juender at a time when we are
telling all of the Islanders that they are goinghtave to save harder to buy their
houses, and if they are going to have less moneiidim pockets to save for those
houses because of new taxes and the introductienwofonmental taxes, whether or
not it is time for us to be stepping out and pusohg this kind of kit at that kind of
price tag. So personally | am convinced we aralingain the wrong direction. We
need to break down the waste into its smallestiplessomponent and then see what

we do with that remaining component. It certaisiyot the kind of size that we are
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being told it is. To be honest with you, | feetgmnally saddened that the process has
got to this stage where the Transport and Techrglices Minister and his
department have got to try and convince the Sthisss what we want, whereas we
have to try and convince the States that it iswlwdt we want. It is unfortunate that
we could not have been working more closely togetimel removed a lot of these
things in the first place and saved the Islandy dlre years, millions of tonnes going

into an incinerator, which has not been good fogbady.

Deputy R. C. Duhamel:

Thank you. Another question at the back?

Ms. C. Beech:

Hello, I am Caroline Beech. 1 live in St. Lawrencé have been speaking to our
Connétable in St. Lawrence for the last 3 yeard, (foannually, to say when are we
going to have roadside collections, like St. Johmehbeen having for the past 18
months. In my most recent conversation he saidthese was a new system that St.
Helier were going to try - | do not know whether.Morowcroft can advise on that -
which was a system where you do not have to sepanagrything and everything
would be taken together by an English companyaid:s'Was it going to be burnt or
what?” | thought the idea was to separate things d agree with Mr. Le Claire
about that, that is a better way to go. | wondeéfgdu know what this system is that
St. Helier is supposed to be going to try or migitrying or what exactly is going on

there?

The Connétable of St. Helier:

The parish has been speaking to a local companywdrd to trial a new system
which effectively takes your bag of rubbish andtsdrso you do not have to sort it.
It sorts it using what is called a materials remglfacility (M.R.F.) being used
extensively in the U.K. When they have the valediits out, the tin, the paper and
so on, they then process the rest of it - includimg food waste, which is a bit
surprising but that is the system - and out ofoines a sort of fibrous material that
can be used in making various kinds of plastic emmposite board and so on. That
was a system, a trial plant they wanted to starinupt. Helier. We got quite a long

way down the road with them but they are now stgrtheir trial plant in America
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because they are getting so much interest acressdhHd and different countries are
signing up for it, which is a disappointment to mEhey are still interested in doing
something in St. Helier but it is not going to happas soon as | wanted it to, or
indeed the other Constables wanted it to. Themtaioy are a number of
technologies around that can make things out oftevasSo there is nothing
revolutionary about what is being suggested. hkhihe key question for all the
Constables though is whether it is better to getbuseholder to do the separation or
whether it should be done back at the base, battleadepot. Certainly, if you look
around the U.K. all the local authorities in theKUare well advanced with their
recycling. Some of them are giving the parishisriets of boxes, as is happening in
St. John and also in Havre des Pas where we havevau kerbside recycling trial
going on. Other authorities are trying to redus® number of boxes and to do more
of the separation once the waste gets back togpetd There are arguments for both
sorts. Certainly in St. Helier we are finding thetere people have the space for a
number of boxes they like doing the separating gedwes. But in some areas where
you have flats and there is not much space ondkierpent, it is quite difficult to ask
a householder to put out a variety of boxes on reomastreet pavement. | think
things are moving ahead, certainly St. Helier isznd\fter our trial in Havre des Pas
we want to extend our kerbside recycling acrosspiuesh. That was one of my
election pledges and it is something | have toveelin St. Helier in the next 3 years.
| would expect to see all the parishes coming ughveome kind of kerbside
collection, probably in a combination of that ahe bring banks where you take the

stuff yourself and put it into skips and so on.

Ms. C. Beech:

Can | ask about the funding because the Constaddesaying that that will cost more
and not keen to add anything to the rates. Butesom | know who lives in
Switzerland said that - you obviously have lookedther countries to see what they
do - they pay 50 pence for a bag and you are givemaybe you have a certain size
for a certain sized family or family unit or whaegv Of course, they have a lot of
flats in Switzerland, and maybe Germany | expeavel. | do not know if they use
that system. What do other countries do or otheasain the U.K. that we could

emulate that would suit our needs?
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Connétable K.A. Le Brun of St. Mary:

Can | come in here because as Constable of St. Mamgve had obviously
parishioners asking me the very same questiorsahne as the St. Lawrence one, and
saying: “Well, come on, get on with it, because Jhn have been doing it.” We
wanted to make sure ourselves that once you dkettiside collection that it all goes
into the correct way in the correct manner and dusgust get incinerated as well.
Also, there is always a cost to things and to dokérbside one there is a cost and
would be an extra cost that would have to be fobmdthe parishioners or by
somebody else to get it sponsored, as such, betdosked into it as well. It was
only the other day that | had somebody from Trim&ying: “Well, come on, get on
with it, they do the weekly collection with all tecycling and that.” But this is the
point that has to be pointed out in that respeat they do their weekly refuse
collection but the papers and the tins that theydwoing at the moment only gets
collected once a month. | know for a fact that Iblo&es are not very big, and some
people by the time the month is up, in fact bytihee a fortnight is up or 3 weeks is
up, the boxes that they put their papers and thgeis full and therefore they then put

it straight away into their normal weekly refusstjto get rid of it again.

Ms. C. Beech:
Can | just say about newspapers. There are cdoltegoints for newspapers for
people, so people could take newspapers themselvdsnk the problem with not

having it weekly is --

The Connétable of St. Mary:

| understand that fully but what | am saying, yoavé to appreciate as well the
difference between that. Generally | think evedgpavould agree the majority of
people and the majority of us take the easy optibryou have a bring back or if you
have a kerbside collection, you are going to dar ykeubside collection. You will put
it into your box and you will put your papers intour box and you will put your tins,
and if that box gets filled, unless you are realiyscientious about the fact and you
will then get into your car and take all the otttengs to the bring back, you will then
just automatically throw it into your refuse bina@g You are not going to gain in
that respect. This is what | am looking at at thement with my refuse collector

because St. John hope to introduce a plastic koutlection as well, at the same time.
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But then you have to bear in mind that then is gaocreate another collection. We
in St. Marys have the smallest amount of househalsig/ou are well aware, and so
far | have priced it as such because the 2 boxesdwanst £3 each. If you say give
them to the customer, give them to the parishigrggve them to the household, they
are £3 each if you have to. That £3 has to beddtom somewhere. Also the bags -
they are not the plastic ones but they are big aneshessian made ones - would be
just £1 each. So, doing the mathematics it wowdabout £7 per household. We
have got approximately 600 households in St. Mapy,that takes it to just over
£4,000 that we would have to find just for gettthgt amount there. On top of that to
do a further collection, that my refuse collectauhd do, extra fortnightly, would of
course be another £5,000 as well. He would dovatiehis glass which he does one
a month and then he would have to do another, shallsay, monthly one or
fortnightly collection, another monthly one whichowd cost another £5,000. So
immediately we are talking about £4,000 for supmdyihe boxes and such like, then
another £5,000 for doing the extra collection. w&nare now talking about £9,000 or
£10,000 extra on the small community. So | will d@ling a meeting either next
month, or certainly the beginning of April, befone have to look into the coming
year’s expenditure to see whether the parishionesis to do that. It is a cost. | think
one has to bear in mind that recycling and evengtls very good, nobody is going to
go against that, but as long as the people areappdpdo. That is the kerbside. The
alternative to kerbside is to do the bring back, aviich means to say everybody then
has to go, but then everybody does not go. Thezdftere would be a very small
minority. That is just to put the idea of the figs for St. Mary which is the smallest
populated one. That would be the extra cost tleatwauld have to find for those. |
think St. John managed, with the help of Transpod Technical Services, to initially
get it sponsored on their things, but that spomsprsas just for a year. | believe that
now if they want more they are going to have tal fine extra money themselves. So
there is only one way really and that is to go bickhe parishioners and those who
particularly want it. | think one just has to béamind that there is a cost to all of
this; it is not just freely done or freely givet®ne has to bear that in mind as well.
This is why | think you will find that not everybgd- you know, we have been
running over ourselves to try and get it. We wandlo it and want to make sure that
at the end of the procedures that it is all domeectly and in the right manner. Just

going quickly on to that, as you are most probatlyaware as well, it is always the
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cost, once you have recycled something, to gdt the Island. Whether we like it or
not it is costly to get that bit extra off the Isthas well. There has to be ways and
means of disposing of it, whether as the Chairmantimned about forming your own
for the plastics or forming your own, somehow dnest but once you have it, you
would have to get rid of it or you would have torstit in the meantime as well.

So, bear in mind that there is a cost to everything

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

This is the trouble | have been having trying tawince other people in Jersey as to
what the argument could be. In 1999 | joined thblie Services Committee and told
them about my experience in Canada in 1990-199ichwk 17 years ago. | woke up
and found a blue box on my doorstep with a leafiet and noticed that all of the
street every house was the same, blue boxes im @fotheir doorsteps with little
leaflets in. In the leaflet it explained that t@®vernment was going to be doing
recycling, kerbside collection, and on one dayh# week you were to put tins and
glass and on the other day of the week you werputoplastic and paper, or a
combination of those 2. So it was a very immeddhtange. It was at no cost to us,
because the Government in Toronto recognised thededed to be environmentally
responsible and it needed to invest in recyclinghst it could get away from the
huge capital costs. We all think that the Constmlalre doing us a favour if they do
not put the rates up but | think they will be doungja disservice if they do not try to
do this and tell us that they are doing it to késgp rates down, because we still pay
taxes. If this is not tackled at the doorstes igoing to be tackled at the Income Tax
Department when they need the money to build tI#9 £aillion facility. If you take
£120 million and you divvy that up among the pagskwhat kind of recycling system
can you have? Let us say we give £10 million toMkry, does that cover your
£5,000 in boxes? Does that cover your £5,000 Ireamn charges? Can we go
further, can we do more with £120 million? Thelpeon is that we are not working
in a joined-up manner. The Constable of St. Maryvorking in isolation. He is
doing his best and he is doing a good job. StnJdshvorking in isolation, it is doing
its best, it is trying its hardest but it is notnking because the Constables are trying
to scrimp and be penny wise and pound stupid. useget them, like they do in
France, with composting, for example, they givartheompost boxes, and they say:

“There you are for free. Here is your compost duexe is your leaflet on how to do
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it. You may have trouble with it, sure. We witiroe along and show you how to do
it” but they give it to them for free so they cagduce the amount of green waste
arriving that they have to deal with with taxpayer®ney. If we really want to
reduce the amount of money that is being spentenidng run ... some people can
afford taxes more than others, some people canifiete want to reduce the impact
of this huge expenditure we need to invest in rigogcat the doorstep and not just

purchase the big machines.

Ms. C. Beech:

| quite agree. All the Constables need to worlketbgr. That is what | have heard
that some Constables want to do one thing, somthanolt is the same with other
problems. You need to work together because wemsea small island. If we do
not work together as a whole then everybody is gldireir own thing and it is too
small and piecemeal. | have heard the argumergmstganaerobic digesters, that
there is too much compost produced and that kirtting. | think that the food waste
being burnt, though we say it could be with thistipalar system, is there not any
thought of doing something of that sort which wosidely get rid of an awful lot of
food waste? As has been reported, a third of péofdod bill apparently goes in the
bin, not mine | hasten to add, but something talbee about the food waste there
must be from hotels and that kind of thing. Areuydeadset against anaerobic

digesters because of the surplus of compost?

The Connétable of St. Mary:

| would just like to come in quickly with my collgae on the end there saying that
the parishes are penny wise and pound foolistertamly would like to object to that
situation. It has not just been purely up to thaghes’ decision that has to be made.
We - and | am saying we as the 12 parishes andagqoarishioners and you as all
ratepayers - have been dependent upon the Statgstfong rid of our rubbish over
the years. If suddenly there is going to be a nuin@nge, we say: “Right the parish
would get together and form their own” then allyoti are going to have to go to your
parishes come June and July and say: “We wanke&deer the rubbish and we want
to take over everything.” Then you are going toehto do it because it has been
dependent upon the States. We feel possibly aslathat the States have not looked

into further details, have not looked into the &itons, but you cannot just blame the
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parishes for that because generally the parishested the rubbish, collected it from
you and given it to the States, from their poinwigiw, to get rid of it. Now, if they

can make money out of it or such like, so be it, they are paying an awful lot of
money to move the rubbish off this Island as wé&lb | certainly take exception to my

colleague there that we are penny wise and pourigsio

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

That is why they are sitting apart. | have notitleere there are 2 people who have
been trying to get questions. There is a gentlehe in the red. We will come
back to that. It is for everybody. We have nagfiten you but we will come back if

we may.

Mr. P. Robinson:

There has been a lot of interesting issues that baen raised. | am not quite sure
where to start. But the one thing | do agree whtlit you seem to be talking of and
that is the financial side of it. In terms of theantity of waste that comes in every

week, what proportion would you think it is vialerecycle?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

That is an interesting one. From the departmestesistics themselves they have
published on a number of occasions that they thiak of the household bin that is
collected - and there is some 40,000 tonnes of dfmld waste collected by the
parishes - they have estimated that theoretic@llpér cent of that material could be
recycled. They do suggest that there might belpna® with collection, there may be
problems with people not wanting to have their mateecycled within it, but they
do wholeheartedly endorse that from a theoreticattpof view up to 85 per cent of
the household waste is recyclable. If you appky figures that means that of the
40,000-0dd tonnes coming in for the household,afasuld just be left with 15 per

cent that is a massive reduction.

Mr. P. Robinson:
The 85 per cent is that recyclable? Do you makeeypout of it?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
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This is certainly our viewpoint. For the seconddiwe have had French contractors
over having a look at what is termed to be the ldsbulky waste and this is

basically commercial waste or waste delivered by hmuseholders, like mattresses,
obsolete furniture, things like that. What happefth those materials in other places
is that an element of them can be recycled or puutther good use. In Jersey,

although we would like the department to be movirare strongly in that direction, a

large proportion of those materials are crushedlgiant crane and squashed into
smaller pieces and then those pieces are put éxtes fill to offset the watery waste

that comes from trying to burn the kitchen wast thie are quite happily putting into

an unsorted bin. We have had suggestions fromFoemnch advisors that of the

30,000-0dd tonnes of crushed bulky waste they g tthat not quite as high as 85

per cent but certainly of the order of 50-60 pemtoef that material could also be

recycled. If you add the 2 approaches together]dland at the moment is presently
burning some 70,000-odd tonnes of material, sonveha¢h is not combustible, some

of it is wet and water weighs an enormous amoie crushed bulky waste is stored
outside so when it rains water gets into the pid adds to the weight and there is
difficulties in measuring how much dry material ydo have. But the Island is

burning 70,000 tonnes and if you applied the redadigures that people are talking

about, we could find ourselves down to 15,000, @0 0r even less.

Mr. P. Robinson:

| find that very hard to believe, that sort of retlon. If you are looking at the
materials that could be recycled, we have cardhasdspaper, plastics, | think the
plastics are all sorts of different sorts of plasso those have got to be separated

again to get good value.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
They do have to be separated and that is the kejetiving extra value to the

materials.
Mr. P. Robinson:

So how much does it cost to -- starting at the ti@gg, the quantity of plastic you are

talking, was it 6,000 tonnes?
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

6,000 tonnes or thereabouts.

Mr. P. Robinson:
That all has to be sorted, it has got to be paakaget to be shipped at £50 a tonne.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

The Environment Scrutiny Panel will be publishinfull set of figures as to what it
thinks is the intrinsic value of the material tinag are presently burning. We will be
doing an assessment of the departmental figurgivéoa comparison as to whether or
not it is more cost effective to be recycling apaged to just burning. From the
figures we are seeing at the moment we think thatet is a case to be made for
recycling at a higher rate and what we are being it that theoretically a higher

recycling rate is economically feasible and possibl

Mr. P. Robinson:
| think you are right, there could be more recyglibut the quantity you are talking of
sounds phenomenal. When you think that 1,500 ®ofeubbish comes in a week,

can you imagine the space that that takes up atdstigoing to be sorted.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Think the figures through. At the moment the Islaproducing some 17,000 tonnes
of food waste. That is not just food plate scrgpior whatever from your Sunday
lunch; that includes food items that are comingnfreupermarkets and restaurants,
some of it in tins. If they are packaging matevidlat are out of date that is delivered
to the incinerator to be burnt. If you have evexd to set fire to your kitchen waste

bin you have a problem trying to get the thing tiorb

Mr. P. Robinson:
| think these things do burn.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

They do burn but you have to drive off prodigiousntities of water first of all.
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Mr. P. Robinson:
But all this quantity of food, what is the prodattthe end of it?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

The product at the end of the day, as the ladheback was suggesting, is there is
more than one route. The materials can be co-cstepgpfood waste can be co-
composted with the green waste which is the wooderals from our garden
contractors. The 2 go particularly well togeth&ood waste, just compost on its

own, does not generate compost.

Mr. P. Robinson:
There is a lot of green waste that goes in asavallthat is pretty successful.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

So that is one route. The second route is anaemigestion which is a similar
process to what is run at the existing sewage plahthe moment there are a number
of countries who are investing in the generatiomiotgas from anaerobic digestion
plants and again that bio-gas can be used as a&mpfopl. It is a gas fuel but
nevertheless it is in a form that can be used mes&ind of energy from waste

process.

Mr. P. Robinson:
Yes, that used to be done down at the R.R.B. (RessirRecovery Board).

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, and it still is to an extent.

Mr. P. Robinson:
One thing | do not understand is the feeling thatreinerator kills recycling. | do

not agree with that at all.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Although we are being shown very, very good exaspleother societies taking the

time and trouble to maybe put their recyclables atmixed recyclable collection or
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putting out their food waste separately or doinghale multitude of other things, the
fear that has been expressed, not just from thiglgapoint of view but certainly
from the other publications that we have been mglyipon, is that if the public are
not actively encouraged to recycle, and perhapsodiaged up to a point, they will
continue to think out of sight is out of mind, ciowte to generate the problem. The
problem of waste is not in the waste itself, itiristhe mixing process, it is in the
absence of thinking, that we are all a party tgaging: “Right, okay, fine, put this in
the bin.”

Mr. P. Robinson:
That is the beauty of the mass burn really, i®iPn

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Not necessarily. There is different kit for diéet things. As you will know, as an

incinerator man or whatever, you have a generakepid kit which is designed to take

a whole host of other bits and pieces and at tltkaérthe day there has to be gas

cleaning equipment to cope with whatever is goonge thrown at it.

Mr. P. Robinson:
That is not a problem.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

But in terms of the costing there is an alternadvgument which suggests that if an
element of sorting goes into the process priongpaking of any of the materials then
you can choose a different kit which will be optsed to run on that particular
element of the waste stream. For example, if y@upatting in plaster boards or
whatever, which do not generally burn very weltpiyour mix, or indeed if we are
continuing to not dispose of all of our glass byting it into glass collections or bring
systems and the glass goes into the mix bin, thesetquite clearly should be seen to
be contaminants in terms of the process and thegadse problems. A lot of the
difficulties that the existing incinerator kit hatad have been by burning particular
things that generally, had it been that they watebarned, those problems might not
have existed. For example, we are burning rubjpeststill, at the moment. The

rubber tyres cannot go through the existing in@t@rwhole because that is not the
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way to do it and you need a proper calorific mixdifferent materials to try and
ensure as far as possible under the processesh#hatrane driver is putting the
materials together to try and get an even burnyolf put rubber tyres in too large a
guantity within the mix they do not burn particijewell and there is evidence on file
to suggest that the materials come out unburnthatend or they do not burn
particularly well and they cause fouling of the tgravhich causes other problems.
The key issue is that everybody knows we could bume wanted to. If you are
going to take a decision to burn why not have aiqdar piece of burning kit that is

designed to run exclusively on that particular wagteam, and that could be done.

Mr. P. Robinson:
Plants are designed to run over a range of catord#ilues and materials.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Yes. You are shifting to calorific values. Theykssue for rubber tyres is in that they
come in too big a piece of kit so the --

Mr. P. Robinson:
As long as they are shredded and they are mixawipyoblem.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Yes, but the point is if the Island were to inviesshredding of the rubber tyres, then
there are at least half a dozen different markat$hfat shredded material to go back

into a recycling route.

Mr. P. Robinson:

| would not disagree with bringing in economic relayg for a lot of the things. As
far as the plant is concerned the idea of havirephsmall one and running it flat out,
it is wrong. You really want something that yoe going to conserve. It does not
matter if it is shut down for a week every now ahdn because the rubbish is not

there.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

You are talking about over capacity?
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Mr. P. Robinson:

No, not at all. |1 am talking of increasing thedémof the life of the plants. If you run
it too hard[Interruption] | am sorry. Is that better? | have never uses arthese
before. In general | would say that the idea tiating an incinerator of a suitable

size is going to kill recycling, it should not do.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

The incinerators of the type that are being spakawut only become efficient when

you are dealing with quantities that the Islaneha$ producing at the moment. We
have advice to that effect. 250,000 tonnes is b right size for a medium to

large size incinerator. As | said earlier, theahsl at the moment is producing full
burning around 70,000 tonnes; 17,000 tonnes of riieerial are food waste which

could quite clearly be tackled in a different routeA large percentage of the

remainder consists of materials that again coulthken out of the waste stream. We
have had offers for people to come to the Island,eixample, to bring their own

shredding equipment to shred tyres on the baststhilest would then be wanting to

pay whoever is delivering the tyres to that pafticpiece of kit to export the material

to further recycling plants on the coast of Fran8e.the key issue --

Mr. P. Robinson:
What is stopping them from doing this then?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Well, what is stopping ... this is back to your ongi point. At the moment the
department are not particularly encouraging thay vi@ward. What is being
suggested is that the sizing of the plant has toflseich an order which requires all of
the 70,000 tonnes as a minimum. The plant thaeisg spoken about is of 126,000
tonnes. That is almost twice as much as what weperducing at the moment, so
when you are talking about: “Where is the incentiv&ncourage recycling or where
is the disincentive to squeeze out recycling?hé plant that is being recommended is

twice as large as you need, what are the publiocggm do?

Mr. P. Robinson:
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| would not agree it is twice as large as is needkderruption]

Mr. T. Pitman:

| am not giving this back now, by the way, | am keg it. [Laughter] Trevor
Pitman, Chairman of the J.D.A. (Jersey Democratillaice). | have one point,
really, and one question for the panel. Firstlyvduld like to endorse what Mr.
Tadier said about the German system. Having takgmoup of young people to
Madeira not so long ago, the same system in oper#tiere, and we did a survey with
young people afterwards: only 100, just under 1d0ng people, but 98 per cent of
them who would support it. So it has to be a abrsition. My question to you is,
yes, 53 States Members; what about your respoitghillf we had a party system
like most western democracies, the person appototéeé a Minister would probably
be expected to have some degree of skill and hityp&fauld be able to do that job in
the interests of the party. You all had a voteJ &know hindsight is a wonderful
thing so | do not know who voted for this presennister, but to sit here and listen to
what the Deputy said about a Minister who appearkave his mind made up, he
does not really seem to consider the interestheidlanders and what is best for us
and our children. You all have power: what aboub® of no confidence? Because,
really, if you appoint a buffoon to a job, the résw@are not going to be very good, so

could you not bring a vote of no confidence? Thamk.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

| think we probably could bring a vote of no cominte, but | think the more mature
way to respond is to present, as scrutiny have deerg on a number of occasions,
the evidence for the argument and against the aeguto States Members, and that is

what we have done and are doing, and allow Statsalrs to decide.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Can | come in as well, Chairman, because my namd&éan connected with a vote of
no confidence in a T.T.S. (Transport and Techrig@kices) Minister. | do not think
there is anything immature about bringing a votenofconfidence, but | think the
scrutiny panel’s job, and certainly our job at thement, is to conduct this review of
the current technology that is being proposed ahether the recycling rate has been

set too low. It is not our job this evening todaliss the sort of politics of it and what
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would happen, but clearly if our report convindas States that the direction in which
the Minister is set is completely wrong, then htbhihat will be one more reason why
the States might want to remove the Minister frdifite. It would be untenable for
the Minister to perhaps continue on his currentrgeuf the findings of our review
suggest that the direction is wrong. Then | thinit will certainly make life very
difficult for the Minister. | would just like toipk up one other point. There has been
a long exchange between a member of the public thtadChairman about the
incinerator. | think there is no doubt that theimerator technology has been around a
long time, it is well proven, it is a safe optioar fa number of societies that are
currently investing in incinerators. If we wantea do the safe thing maybe we
should build an incinerator which is sufficient fan Island which does not really
tackle waste reduction and may be producing oveyQ0D tonnes in 20 years’ time. |
believe that Jersey people want to be at the foméfof environmental progress. They
do not want to be bringing up the rear ignominigusdlt is true the Isle of Man built
an incinerator not that many years ago and | hao&en to Isle of Man politicians
who are still convinced they made the right decisiout certainly we have been to
other places like Cardiff, for example, which havket more waste to dispose of than
we do and they are doing everything they can firgerms of recycling, reusing and
even reducing the amount of waste that is coming tine system in the first place
before they decide on incinerator technology antbreethey size up for their
incinerator, if indeed they need one. So | thihkttJersey, if it wants to have
environmental credentials, if our Chief Ministermt&to go to the British and Irish
Council and hold his head up for the Island asrasirenmental place, then | think we
need to be very, very careful before we spend aifatnoney. There is a huge
financial cost involved in this. No one has meméid yet the opportunity cost, which
is the value of the land that will be occupied bg hew incinerator at La Collette if it
was used for something else. So there is a hngadial cost. There is certainly an
environmental cost in terms of our reputation, trad is why | think the panel is right
in having these meetings, in really examining velgsely whether the Council of

Ministers have got it right in endorsing the incier.

Mr. A. Le Gallais:
Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and thank you for giving all the opportunity to come

and debate this issue, which is, | think, goingaitvery constructive vein. | was
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particularly pleased to hear the comments of then€table of St. Mary and | was a
little bit disappointed to see the body languagéaisfcolleagues as he was expressing
them, but that is a personal view. | think what @onstable of St. Mary made very
clear was there is a cost to doing a lot of grieiagss in terms of recycling waste. The
other thing that I think struck me about what hiel s& the Connétable of the smallest
parish in the Island - | do not mean that in anydatory way at all - it is about scale.
| think we are having a very interesting and vemluable but somewhat very
aspirational debate tonight about what could besddrthink you and your panel are
being a little bit hesitant, if | might say that, terms of really putting the flesh on the
bones of why we should be recycling more and whieeereal value of this 85 per
cent of 70,000 tonnes a year lies. Perhaps yow lallathese figures and you are not
prepared to release them yet, but you have acahsetiransport Minister of rushing
things through and one of my questions would beemdwre you going to tell us about
what the true business plan is to the aspiratioatytou have alluded to because, quite
clearly, a lot of them have a very exciting futurBut | hope they have a future in
Jersey in the scale of what we have to deal witlhwas disappointed to hear the
Constable of St. Helier say or suggest that we wet;ng a somewhat ignominious
attitude to dealing with our waste. 1 think théaisd has had a very strong history of
dealing with waste quite effectively. It was mydenstanding that when we started to
incinerate and do the A.D. (anaerobic digestiorBeltozanne we were at the cutting
edge. Quite clearly, we need to remain at theingutedge. The issue about
incineration, though, and the new incinerator ie @rhere | see it as being a simple
one-stop-shop where our waste can be collectednieyvehicle, delivered to one
location and at that location it can be burnt, glses can be dealt with in a modern
piece of equipment so they do not pose a dangtretésland and, most importantly
of all, we can get some electricity out of it, wiiseems a pretty valuable sort of thing
to have in this day and age. Now, that is the Bstip route and your scrutiny panel
seems to be suggesting a different but more conmmplgbe and | think we need to hear
the business plan behind it. While you are presgribat, please do not lose sight of
the fact that | believe in my own humble way thatast majority of people in the
Island want to recycle. | went with my wife to Belanne the other day to dump a
whole load of rubbish that had been sitting in anfashed, and the place was
absolutely buzzing. There were small vehicle aatgd vehicles; there were

commercial vehicles in there; there was a skipc@onputer parts; there was a skip for
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an old microwave we were dumping; there was woosaste; there was brass; there
were all sorts of things out there. It was wellnmed. The people up there were
doing a really good job. They were helpful, arthihk we should applaud that. If |
want to get rid of my waste, | can go down to Ree &rés, | can go to all sorts of
sites round the Island which are regularly beingduly the people of this Island to
help the recycling process. But in concluding hwt say this. The problem with
this Island, like a lot of issues that we are gliaygpwith nowadays, is that we have
had it too easy for too long. Again, the Constalfl&t. Mary highlighted this. We
consume what we want to consume; we buy what we teahuy; we eat what we
want to eat; and if there is some left over we $yngdlomp it in a dustbin. We put it at
the end of the road or outside our houses or whatenr one day a week and off it
goes. Yes, we all pay rates and suggestions hese Imade as to the power of the
people within the Parish Hall to effect change, thait change at the parochial level
can only come about if it is done cost effectivelyelieve the responsibility of this is
not with the States, it is not with the parishisiwith the individual. If waste has a
value, then let us have a value on a dustbin, ennthight of a dustbin. At the Le
Gallais family lunchtime conference on this, oundasion was that there should be,
dare | say it (smiling face from my Connétable otregre in an expectant fashion),
that there should be a charge. We should weigketltustbins. | believe the
technology exists in Holland and each person cae ldicence for a certain weight
and if it goes over that then you get charged for\W\ell, | do not think you do
because we live in quite a small island and | waprssed to be told by my wife when
| thought that was going to be the outcome of dt tthe fine for fly tipping in this
Island, the maximum fine, is £10,000. There alet @f eyes in this Island and they
are pretty good on snitching on a neighbour if theg doing something wrong. |
think that could be a way, but until you get th@ah to the individual level | think
we have a steep hill to climb. Thank you very mtartistening.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

If | can answer some parts of what you said, wHidhink was a very valuable
contribution, there is no doubt that there is @uésabout convenience. We buy what
we want; we eat what we want; we put it at the ehdhe garden and it is gone.
There is in an island a cost to doing everythirggyau say. What | am saying and

criticising of the Constable of St. Mary’'s costg@anent is that the States of Jersey
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through the taxpayers should be assisting the @blest in enabling them to achieve
what they ... well, you may disagree but this isatvhbelieve and | am allowed to
believe what | am allowed to believe, what | wamtbelieve. | believe what they
should be doing is assisting the parishes. Nowngdport and Technical Services
does assist other parishes at the moment and didisds the collection of these
services in other parishes with taxpayers’ mon&w, there are facts and figures
that need to be brought before the public and ah aad 15th March we will be
bringing those facts and figures to the fore foopgle to see what we are speaking
about. But the issue is not so much about conuwenigt is about responsibility and
also, as pointed out earlier this evening, it i®wbwhether or not the emerging
population wants to do something for the environtndrbelieve the vast majority of
people do want to recycle, as you said. The vagonty of people do but not only
are there people that do not have vehicles to vohnd the Island recycling at
Bellozanne ... | was there yesterday myself dohegdame thing with my wife. We
applaud, we have done and | have done on a nunhlbecasions, the operation of the
recycling at Bellozanne and the staff and the iféesl and everything else. But what
we are saying is that more of that needs to happarvariety of ways and you have
to take on board (I will shut up after this) as Mieat there are people that do not have
cars and there are elderly that cannot move to@vaxy from their doorsteps with
their rubbish because it is too heavy, so we ned@doa collection. | firmly believe -
disagreed at the back there by one of my colleaguémt the States should be
assisting all of the parishes, not just some oftieat find favour with the Transport
and Technical Services Department. It is taxpayemiey helping to subsidise St.
John’s recycling service. Why is it not helping Btary’s?

The Connétable of St. Mary:

Can | come in there? | do not believe it is taxggaymoney that is subsidising St.
John. St. John is subsidising it themselves aeg tbund the people to initially
sponsor to buy the boxes. Taxpayers’ money isspohsoring St. John. They have
taken it upon themselves to go down this route| loigt not believe at this moment in
time that it is fully covered and | think this ishere a lot of the other parishes are
finding ... we want to make sure that if we arengoio do something it is going to
cover all of the rubbish and all the possibilit®secycling as well. | agree with the

gentleman regarding that Transport and Technicaldaing very good with their
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recycling and that, but | do not feel they are dodgmough yet. | think what you have
to bear in mind, and all of you when | say beamind, there are virtually 3 different
recycling or 3 different sections of rubbish. Ybave the inert waste, which is
getting put back into the ... for the building coonmmity and such like. You have the
household rubbish. Now, | am sure all of you, #r@lsame with my refuse collector,
if you put a chair out or a bed out or your fridggside, he is not going to pick it up.
My chap will not pick up any of those in St. Margdause he is not paid to do that.
He is only paid for the household refuse and, floeee you then had - and the figures
were given, the Chairman gave them - 40,000 tonhésusehold and then you have
30,000 tonnes of what you call commercial. | woliké to think all of you at some
stage have gone down to Bellozanne and taken yduelevision sets and taken your
chairs and taken all the rubbish you dug out ofrygheds and taken it to Bellozanne
for recycling. But what has happened in the pashat you have taken it down there,
they have separated it and then thrown it all enititinerator. That is what has been
happening in the past. It is not happening so nmash | would like to think because
of the scrutiny panel getting on to them all tmedi That is what has happened in the
past. | can recall many times going down overlds¢ 5, 6, 7, 8, 9 years and seeing
huge piles of beds and old furniture, seeing hutgs pf tyres, and they were then
just incinerated. As well as you say the easyoopdibout incineration, just remember
that the more you put into the incinerator to buh® more ash comes out of it, and
the more ash that comes out of it, you have to $ioehewhere to put that ash. That
ash is going to soon be filling the reclamatioe sis well. So the more you burn, the
more ash you are going to get and, therefore &b you can put in and the less stuff
that you can put in, so be it. | think this is wdé am coming from because, yes, the
recycling, everybody wants to do more, which istguight, too. You have gone to
Bellozanne; that is great. They want to try antd)ether sites, one out St. Brelade
way, one down in Grouville way, so as people c&e #ll this stuff so there is not any
fly tipping and that that goes on. But | think ybave to differentiate slightly
between the refuse collection once a week andhallather rubbish that collects,
because there is a vast difference between thathemds where you have to do the
separation. But the majority of the value in sapian is in the aluminium cans and is
in the plastic and so on as well. So | think yavénto bear all that in mind in that

respect, and | think we want to do more recycliagt sloes not go into the incinerator
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so we will not have ... it is just the easy optagain, is the incinerator. Let us be fair,

we are all prone to take the easy option, are we no

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

If 1 can come in, the Island has already adopted waholly endorses the waste
hierarchy. The waste hierarchy is very simplesalys: “At the top of your list, you
reduce. Next bestis you .[Aside] Yes, itis reduce and recycle at the top. Reuse,
beg your pardon. Reduce, reuse, recycle, eneogy Waste or some kind of recovery
process that gets you back some type of energyatnithe bottom, landfill. Now,
what it does not tell you is whether or not in ersityg that waste hierarchy you are as
green as the next person if your top 3 only comstit a small proportion of the whole
waste being produced. So if you stack your enéxgy waste at the bottom and you
have 70, 80 per cent of your waste being burnt tangugh an energy from waste
process, you are still within the hierarchy butsltdeat make you as good because you
are only treating 20 per cent of the materialshat top in those fashions that are
deemed to be more environmentally acceptableferruption] The Island as a

whole, yes.[Interruption]

Mr. A. Le Gallais:
Because until you distil this down to the indivitluae are going to continue in this

aspirational debate.

Mr. M. Tadier:

Sorry to interrupt, but | feel | need to come intbis point. One way or the other we
are paying, whether it is a parish rate or whethes an Island rate. If St. John is

giving these things away, the money is coming femmewhere. It is not coming

from a hole in the ground; it is coming from mortegt people have paid at some
point. So let us not try and mystify this in anayw One way or another we are
paying to get things recycled. One of the point&ahted to make - and | do not want
to take a liberty here - is to say that if we aang rubbish to the dump instead of it
being collected, even in a small parish like Strivahere there are 600 homes, if
everyone has to take rubbish to one site to becledyand they do that once a week,
that is 1,200 trips that they are making. You hevéhink of the emissions into the

atmosphere, and that is obviously ironic becauseoiild be undoing the good that
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they are doing in recycling. So that is why | #hihis common sense to have rubbish

collection.

Mr. K. Shaw:

It is an interesting concept. Everybody would Iseéike to recycle and there is no
doubt about it, we like to get some money backtfdor the Island and for ourselves.
In reality, it is rather nice to have somebody e&lsat for you. | have to agree with
the Constable of St. Mary that it brought a tou¢hrealism to the whole idea and
what the costs are in doing it. 1 live in Havresdias and | would estimate the take-up
would be 10 per cent. | do not think we are gdiogachieve the figures you are
talking about, especially in areas where it istul by bed-sit land and flats. It will
be almost impossible to fill those places with sa@dditional bins and the ways of
collecting rubbish. The concept of collecting orfican one location but paying for
extra equipment to sort that into economically dizi@ms in the way of plastics,
aluminium and metal is quite a good one. Theeetesrific cost to recycling, whether
it is the cost of bins in the road, and | have biecities around the world where they
have these underground bins that you lift up wiines and they are lovely ideas but
they are very, very expensive. We are also a sewll island, like the size of a small
town in the U.K. and we have to think about can eeatinue to sell this rubbish
which we are told has high value for ever and evBhipping costs of items like
plastic and metals to wherever will buy it are gpia increase for ever and ever. We
cannot sell steel easily. We are losing moneyterls We might gain money on
aluminium and copper and brass. The Bellozannepdhat the gentleman over there
mentioned earlier on is probably 20 years tooilatghat they have been doing in the
last 6 months. It is a nice idea but very, vetg.laMy concern at the moment is that
it is a combination of things we will have to havé@here will be some recycling,
some reusing. You cannot recycle the products amdrover and over again. It will
have to go somewhere and we cannot dump it. It haase to be burnt. This is a
combination of various technologies we are goingéed. It is very important that
whatever we get in the way of incinerator is a bék lot better than what we have at
the moment. It may not be the size that has beepoped, but we do need
something. We cannot just ignore the fact of tienierator; it will be coming. The
site has not been chosen perhaps yet, but we aw# lan incinerator. | would like to

know with an island our size if there is any link any causal link between the

31



acknowledged high death rate from cancer and oasemt incinerator, which |

understand has not had any emission checks sieceithto early 1990s. If that is
true, which includes perhaps the J.E.C. (JersegtiideCompany) chimney and may
even include the green waste composting sites, usa bve damn clear that the new

incinerator is 1,000 times better than what we Igote

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

A comment from the front before we answer.

Mr. D. Rotherham:

Listening tonight, there have been a number of lgepecemeal making, | think,
quite a good case for the M.R.F. type plant thatstable Crowcroft was mentioning
at the beginning of the night, the centralisedisgrfacility. As Mr. Le Gallais said,
the idea would be for people to take responsibdgyindividuals. But not everybody
is the kind of person like us. We are all peopleoveare enough to come to this
meeting, but there are a lot of people out theréchwiag the football on satellite
television in the pubs tonight who really do notecavhere they dump their rubbish.
You know, it is the non-compliance can be a probleith the shifting it on to the
individuals. We are not Germany. There is a sbtbolshie culture to British and
Jersey people alike that a lot of people are notprdsively compliant to these things
and if you move to a centralised sorting system tfwu are taking the worry out of it.
Even people in good faith sometimes do not knowtwhalo with something. Take
your classic blister pack, plastic on the frontpgraon the back; which bin do you put
it in? The really conscientious people will rigetthing apart and put each bit in half.
A lot of people are not going to bother; they argt jgoing to bin it. It is that type of
thing, whereas if you move to a centralised sorfagyity then the job is going to be
done properly by people who are paid to do thepadperly and equipped to handle
things. | think that meets both the point that §tahle Le Brun was making that
people like easy options, and the gentleman oweretivhose name | did not catch
was saying about how one-stop-shops are this,fbué iare continuing to send the
combined waste into a centralised sorting facdityl it gets sorted properly by people
who are equipped to do it, know what they are d@nd you do not have to worry
about if you have dropped a glass jar full of ofsttate jam in the rubbish bin because

it is a job to spoon it all out and put the janthe composting bin and the glass in the
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recycling bin. You know, the centralised facilitgkes the worry away from the

people who do not want to be worried with it.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Okay, thanks.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Can | come back first on that because | think dnthethings the Havre des Pas zero
waste scheme has done - and it has not really Hedetognition for some strange
reason that St. John has had - is the only reaqydoheme in the Island which is
separating kitchen waste from other waste. Ortbethings that we are particularly
interested in trying next in St. Helier is to conte the kitchen waste separation,
which has gone really well. People like havingtiéel caddy in their kitchen. They
put all the peelings and the egg shells and althhmgs in there that are compostable,
and that is taken away every week. Everything islsearvellously clean and dry. It
makes sense. If you do not tip half a chickenycunto your waste bin, you find you
can separate out the parts. It makes obvious sebee of the things we want to try
is a mixed dry recyclables collection so that ybigr wheelie bin will basically have
plastic, paper, cardboard, tins, glass. It carelexerything in it which is essentially
not covered in chicken curry and peelings, and kitahen waste is taken away in
compost. We do not yet have an on-Island comppéiin but we have seen them at
work in Preston and Manchester and smaller couheilee got them up and running
all over Britain. That makes useful compost thattainly as far as St. Helier is
concerned we can find a use for, even if the ajuaiindustry still has reservations
about putting it on land since foot and mouth. v are quite excited about that
because if you take out the kitchen waste, you Imaixed dry recyclables which can
be sorted centrally using a variety of technologie®.. You have probably been to
these places or seen them on the telly, but thenetagull out some things, air pulls
out other things, and you are left with very littkich has to be disposed of, whether
it is burning or any other thing. So I think it ynaell be that we need some kind of
incinerator. We need some kind of facility for whe left, but there is no doubt we
can take a lot more out of the waste stream thammeat the moment. The word
“aspirational” has been used pejoratively. | thadpirational is a good thing. We are

a very aspirational scrutiny committee because hirgktthat Jersey in the past has
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aspired to being at the cutting edge. The ultlavisewage treatment plant was
something that people came to Jersey to visit.feBIAgainst Sewage surfed on our
outfall from our sewage plant, but you can be alisb} sure if we put in an

incinerator, however modern it is, we are not gdmget many visitors who come to
see Jersey’s incinerator. | want to see Jerseyramimy a waste solution which
people come and visit, and that is really one & thasons why | am on this

committee.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| think also if | can just add to what the Constaisl saying because this is the district
where one of the gentlemen here this evening bwveks| have been representing for a
number of years and working with. It is true ty faat there are some people in the
scheme that are not happy. They have their refalected as normal. There are
some people that have come to love and apprediateetycling system down there
and the separation that is occurring. They fing ipart of their ordinary, normal,
daily life. They have got used to it; they liketitey want it to continue; they want it
to expand. Most importantly, | think (I do not leathe exact figures) something like
54 per cent were the figures that we managed tcledn that scheme. Not 32 per

cent which is the States target, 54 per c@interruption] Yes, we have the figures.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Just picking up on one of the health points thas weade by one of the people here
tonight, there was a suggestion that in some wagsare all being poisoned or
whatever by the gas emissions that are coming fotltecexisting kit. Indeed, it was
mentioned about the same things happening withapsrithe J.E.C. chimney and
maybe even the crematorium plant and, once we, stadt about ordinary people
running coal fires, fires in the winter, though Wwave not had to light too many, |
hope. There is a whole load of issues there whichld suggest that if, indeed, it
could be shown by our Environmental Health Depantmehich is set up to legally
look after the public health of the Island and thaye the powers to close down any
particular piece of kit that is being used in asaund fashion, in particular if it is
poisoning us, does the public think that the depant would still be around not
looking after our interests and somehow tryingittetkind of bad emissions if those

effects were well recorded? If that is the case have another scrutiny issue to look
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into whether or not the Environmental Health Sersiare doing their job. 1 think
they are doing their job and although there perttep®e not been as many surveys
done in the immediate past, those surveys have tb@e® They are all on file; they
are all capable of being read by the public. nkht goes without saying to say that if
you have a piece of kit it is not necessarily thexe of kit that is to blame, it is how
you use it. A number of the materials that we lawening do not burn particularly
well and the point that is being made, | think, emand more by other authorities is
that if you do not need to burn these materials thegt do represent in terms of the
waste hierarchy a low environmental method of dism of those materials, then you
go to the top of the waste hierarchy and you firaysvto take them out of the waste

stream, bearing in mind that there is a cost tbdyae at any level.

Mr. N. Palmer:

| mentioned my environmental credentials the finste | spoke. Now, perhaps it
might surprise you by saying: “What is the pointedycling at all? What is the point
of preserving wildlife? What is the point of consag energy? If we are going to
have an incinerator, why should we bother having gaaning on it at all? In fact,
why have an incinerator at all? Why not just thrivin the sea?” The £15,000
gorilla in the room is the word “sustainability’All of that, all environmental plans
are because it is a tacit recognition that the waydo things at the moment is not
sustainable and things do have to change. Wiipplaud what the scrutiny panel are
doing, most of what they are saying is what is exdible now at this very moment,
but the road to achieving sustainability, it wik lguite a long time. The planned
obsolescence society and the consumer society mayleen with us 50 or 60 years;
maybe it will take 25, 30 years to achieve a suaatale society. Along the way many,
many things will change: products will be redesdjnthey will be using different
materials; transport systems will be different;l$uesed will be different. The whole
of what will be capable of being recycled and relusdl change radically over the
next 35 years. | have read the policy stateméetWaste Management Policy of
Transport and Technical Services, in its entirefhe need to achieve a sustainable
society, which is the reason for half of the expgetiat they are going to have to put
into a new incinerator, is just not there. | wondiéhe panel finds that a useful point

of view.
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

| think | agree with you. It probably is even werthan that. In reviewing the recent
energy consultation documents for the energy gfyatthere were statements to the
effect that the Island was wholeheartedly endorsusgained economic growth rather
than sustainable economic growth. There is a wofldlifference between the 2
points of view and the Island has adopted sustdityalm its long-term strategies.
But | think part and parcel of the discussions #at taking place in other areas, the
2033 exercise, Imagine Jersey, and the potentrainireased immigration, extra
wealth generation, perhaps to the disadvantageoaild, all of these things are tied
up, absolutely right, in the word “sustainability?, in our case, probably the opposite
of that.

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

Sorry, | would just like to follow up on a point yanade and also the Constable of St.
Helier a moment ago, Mr. Chairman. You had eeligibrt of ... you suddenly got into
full flood about environmental health and Bellozarand chimney emissions and all
sorts of things. We are all here still. If thare things to improve, | am sure they can
be improved. But let us keep our feet on the gdoaind, while we are keeping our
feet on the ground, can | just say that if anyhef Havre des Pas food waste that St.
Helier parish is so carefully storing and compasgtgets on any agricultural land in
this Island, that will prove the undoing of our ustry. We know that the foot and
mouth epidemic - horrendous epidemic in the U.K.vithen was it, 2001, 2002 -
occurred through food waste. 1 think the simpliegho food waste is people should
value their food, and what they have on their pthgy should jolly well eat. That is
the way a lot of people were brought up and | thfneople want to chuck it away
then it has a very, very, very high cost of disposd cannot go anywhere near
someone’s vegetable patch. It cannot go on angudyrral land because it poses an
enormous risk. | would like to follow that up withe lady who brought up the issue
of A.D., which is a very, very topical issue andaen, is one that is, | think, relevant
in terms of scale. |, like many dairy farmershistisland, am looking to increase the
storage of slurry and farm waste on my farm becawseare having to comply with
new government regulations. | have looked atrsgtip an anaerobic digestion plant,
either on my farm or collectively with my neighbouA.D. on the face of it sounds a

very good idea, but if you introduce food wastenglavith cattle slurry and other
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green waste, then that product that comes off rbespasteurised to a specific
temperature before it goes anywhere. We have tlerstand what this risk is and
what it poses, not just to the Island’s dairy hieutl also to wildlife in this Island, to
the zoo and to anyone who has any form of care aménals. Food waste is an
enormous risk and must be handled very, very chydfacause unfortunately we are
in a consumer society and there is no tracealdity vast amount of food that we are
quite happy to either stuff in our mouths or leanethe side of our plates if we do not
like it.

Mr. D. Rotherham:
Where does the human slurry go to, then? It gp@&ellozanne.

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

Yes, because it gets spread out as well.

Male Speaker:

It goes on the fields.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Can | just take issue with Mr. Le Gallais? Mr. Gallais is a dairy farmer and he
knows his onions, he knows his subject, but ifheght and food waste is some kind
of nuclear waste that is dangerous, | would lik&kiiow why we have seen respected
authorities in the U.K. composting food waste ughe right temperature, having it
tested by D.E.F.R.A. (Department for Environmenmod and Rural Affairs) and
passed for use on fields. Now, okay, so if the lvlad Manchester has got it wrong
then we need to get back in touch with them, buberxe seen ... part of our job as a
scrutiny panel is to listen to all views. We haward your view that food waste is
some kind of nuclear waste that needs to be tremigdenormous care. We have
also spoken to professionals in the field of agnice and composting who simply do
not agree with you. What | would invite you to @oto come to our exhibition on
14th March and you will see pieces of kit that hgathis stuff and cook it so that it is
not a danger. In any case, | did preface my remhyksaying that when we get round
to composting our green waste in St. Helier, wé usk it in our Parks and Gardens

Department. We will not be putting it on fieldsly final remark is that if compost is
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so dangerous, how come for centuries people hage patting their peelings and
their egg shells on a compost heap at the bottotheofjarden and spreading it across
their vegetables? This is not new technology, amstipg. You know, we are not
talking about people putting the spinal fluids &fehsed animals in their green waste.
Now, most people do not get spinal columns of itdeé@nimals in their kitchen in the
first place, not if they shop at a proper butch&o | accept where you are coming
from, but | think there is a certain amount of staongering going on here and |
think we need to look at all the science when mes to food waste composting
because, as | said in my earlier remarks, if wetake food waste out of what we are
putting out for the rubbish people to collect, wavéd a much simpler task when it

comes to sorting out the recyclables.

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

Some of the issues [lnterruption] .

Deputy S.C. Ferguson of St. Brelade:

| was going to confirm that. It is my understargdinand | am certain that the panel
will know this as well - that the U.K. supermarketdo buy a terrific amount of stuff
from us, will not touch stuff where the land hasbdertilised with compost that
includes food waste. Now, cattle slurry is finedese that is a vegetarian animal, but

you get food waste and stuff like that ...

The Connétable of St. Helier:
Well, what about sewage? We put sewage sludgeeainbment on our agricultural

fields. That is human excrement which is being ...

Deputy S.C. Ferguson:
We are not putting sludge on our fields, | did notlerstand.

The Connétable of St. Helier:
Well, | think you will find that we do as long asfficient time elapses between the
application of the sludge and the harvesting. iBuoay be different for ...

Deputy S.C. Ferguson:

38



Well, Andrew can talk about that, perhaps. Canganfirm that for me, Andrew?

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

We are not putting it on there, but there are an2 sites in the Island which are not
used for agricultural production where sewage, itiggewage, is used. My
understanding is that a lot of it is pelleted angrethat which is pelleted, which
obviously has to go to a very high temperaturet, ihaot allowed. It is not because
the department do not want to use it, it is bec@lnsesupermarkets, as the Deputy of

St. Brelade is saying, will not allow it.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

It is our experience that it is not a widespreapegience across all of the supermarket
outlets. Some supermarkets do allow properly catgabmaterials according to the
standard, the P.A.S. (publicly available specifarat 100 standard, to go back on to
agricultural fields. The clear reasoning for layidown these standards is to make
sure that if you do have ruminants grazing on lartden they do not eat these
materials until they have been incorporated in® gbils because, as we all know,
cows eat grass. The B.S.E. (bovine spongiform mralepathy) problem was not
caused by feeding compost made from household wastattle. It was the cattle
farmers themselves chopping up chicken remaindeattiers and God knows what in
order to get some kind of vegetable ... or, s@rgiein supplements to their feedstock

in order to come forward with heavier milk yields fact, in effect ..[Interruption]

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

There is none of that product in our animal fe8arry, there is none of that.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
There is not at the moment but there was. There Waat is what the big ...

Mr. A. Le Gallais:
| think you want to be careful how you say that.h&ther that was the case | am not
prepared to say, but look, we are not going to aetwhere if this ends up in

scaremongering.
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

| agree with that.

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

| just simply wanted to bring to this debate amésthat in the right spirit of things the
Havre des Pas residents were separating food \aasgté&t. Helier is composting it.
Great. If the Constable can say it is being danthé right temperature in the right
way, fantastic. If it is used on the parks andlgas, even more fantastic. But let us
get the thing in proportion. As a farmer in thé$ahd, as Deputy Ferguson has said,
there are some strict rules that we have to adioeii@ some very clear reasons and |
do not think we should be going anywhere near tyysmcompromise the efforts that
farmers in this Island are trying to achieve witighh quality products to suit a

particular line when there are other alternativékere is a risk.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| think it is important - because | have done gaitubstantial amount of work on this
topic - for us to say that if we wanted to talk abcompost we could be here all
evening talking about compost. But can | justyaiame fears that people may have.
The Transport and Technical Services Departmenugh its Chief Officer and its
Minister, have offered this panel the opportundgyisit the composting operations to
look at the data, to look at the expertise thdidgmg put in down there by the staff,
and to look at the land bank that they are usiegptiocess on, and to understand the
issues, and then to see whether or not the thdargrmposting, what we believe can
be composted in in-vessel containers, can occut.wBere we are suggesting that the
deposit of that material happens is nowhere neacwmiral land. It is on amenity
land or other land that has been identified witlhie energy policy. | have already
written this week to the Environment Departmentagk them where they drew up
their figures from and their land base from. Thag going to supply us that
information so we will be able to understand whiey find their figures from that is
outside of agriculture. From our experience armamfrour understanding, there is
more than enough land available. We are discussimy with Transport and
Technical Services at the moment. Nobody in Jevgayld dismiss the concerns of
agriculture. They would be a fool as a politiciathey did. They are very minded

about the protocols from the supermarkets. Sonderstand quite clearly the issues
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about the 10 years, if things are dropped on tdidids of farmers and the risk not
just to one farmer but to Jersey as an industrggnculture. We understand that
clearly, so let us put an end to that there. Yoadena very clear point.
Unfortunately, it was run off with before we werel@to say that fundamentally we
understand the necessity to make everybody understeat the Jersey agricultural
process and the product that is derived from firgs class, world class, and we are
going to make sure it stays that way. At the saime, we have information and
evidence that the processes of open windrow conmgpat La Collette could be done
in a better way and a cheaper way and a more emagatally friendly way, and that

is what we hope to demonstrate to you.

Mr. A. Le Gallais:

Thank you for your reassurance.

Mr. M. Tadier:

Okay, so we have the compost issue out the way &l a bit relieved to have that
clarified. 1 just want to state the position frammat | see it as the position we are in
with the proposed plant. The way | look at ithatt Jersey is being told to reduce its
waste, just like any sensible place in the worlduth do, and that is why we do not
need a bigger plant. If we are being told to redaar waste, we will presumably
have less waste so we do not need a bigger plaichvidrmore expensive. That is
just the point | would like to make. The questiomould like to ask is a question that
| asked Guy de Faye on the radio, and that is dafglthe reason that the actual
alternative plant, this plant we have heard abduto not know the actual name of it,
the super plant which is supposed to be able toggeverything for you - was not
accepted. It was also going to be proposed in €rknl do not know if they have
gone ahead with it. | know the gentleman, a Sslotjuy called Bill Findlay. He has
just been over to the U.S., as Simon Crowcroftduadirmed, because they think this
plant is such a good idea that they want to instéw of them in the U.S. Seemingly
not good enough for Jersey, though. From whadetstood, it was not a question of
time because | think he could have set it up iretimJersey. So what was the real
reason that this plant, which is seemingly greecieeaper, and he said that he would

have taken it down if it did not work, free of char was not adopted?
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The Connétable of St. Helier:

Well, as | said in answer to the lady who askedualtiois process, the parish of St.
Helier - and the Constables were all aware of b@sause we discussed it several
times on the committee - we were fully hoping ttié new technology would be set
up in St. Helier. In fact, we had approval front @arish Assembly to provide a shed
in which this would take place. The Transport died¢hnical Services Minister was
happy for that to happen and it was all lookingywasy. The fact was that the chaps
running the company - I think it was early on imithprocess - simply did not think
they could make it work here. Maybe they were reiflemore money elsewhere, | am
not sure of their reasons, but the next thing Irthegas that our 100,000, which is
what the Assembly voted, was less attractive thetting up the plant in the U.S.
They also had a lot of interest from a dominantesoarket chain in the U.K. so |
know there is interest there. | think it probabdlyes not matter. It would have been
nice to have had the first European trial in Jerseg that is one of the reasons |
encouraged them, but the fact was they took a comahelecision not to proceed
with it in Jersey. But we have recently heard frim@m and they are now offering us
free tickets to the U.S. to see the plant, so iy mvall be that that should happen.
Personally, | would rather send the doubters owahé U.S. rather than go myself
because | have seen the product. They have shdwme and | have seen the plastic
that comes out of a plant that is currently workinghe U.S. | would rather send
over the T.T.S. Minister if he is still in officend the Chief Minister, either the
present one or the next one. | would like to sdran over to the U.S. to see the
plants in operation because | think it is importahtome back to the finances of it.
The Island is about to spend over £100 million pllis opportunity cost on old
technology and if there is new technology that \aa bring into Jersey which will
make us a place that people want to come and sekitikd of plant working, | would
far rather be going with the new technology. Thmigy be a certain “untestedness”
about it and | can understand why the engineerd . &tS. feel happier with
incineration, but as someone said earlier, Jerssybeen at the cutting edge and |

think we can be there again.

Mr. D. Rotherham:
| would just like to support Mr. Le Gallais’ concefor the industry. 1 think we all

need to make sure that is protected. We mustaset $ight of the fact that whatever
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you put on the land, almost wherever you put iisigoing to leach down into the
water supply. The Constable of St. Mary knows alibat. He had areas in his
parish polluted by T.T.S. some time ago, if | rerhemrightly. In St. Peter (we do
not have anybody from St. Peter here) the airpoltufed all the water supplies in
that area beneath it. At the moment, we have afloitrates in our drinking water
and that is evidenced by the water going out toABhin’s Bay, | presume, with the
high incidence of sea lettuce, | think it is calleso whatever you put on the land and
almost wherever you put it will have an implication what we are drinking and what

we are eating.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Right, | notice we have a couple of minutes bef@) p.m. so we will take 2 last

points of view.

Connétable P.F. Ozouf of St. Saviour:

Firstly, 1 have concerns about the large plant Whibey are proposing for
incineration. With all of the options that appé&abe available and the uncertainty in
the quantity of material that is likely to be byrhtvould have thought we would have
been better having a plant that would have a numbstireams that we could ramp up
if the quantity of material was necessary to benhuather than having one big plant
that would only work effectively with a vast amouwftmaterial to be burnt. Then if
we found we were not having the material becausgcheag was becoming more
successful, we could shut down a stream and thente&lly shut down a second
stream and then the plant would last 3 times ag.lofio say we have to have one
huge plant, | suspect is a lot cheaper to putam th smaller streams, but to have one
plant that requires a lot of material to get thaddg so that we can get energy from it
strikes me as being short-sighted. That is justwint. | would just like to say also
that | am very pleased that you have come as a db@ento come here and give us
the opportunity of hearing this. | look forwardhearing the figures that you say are
going to be coming out with your report becaudank that could be crucial. Thank

you all very much for coming.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Thank you. One final question from the gentlenmathe yellow.
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Mr. D. Moody:

Very quick, where is the fuel farm going to go? tA¢ moment, at 10.00 a.m. on a
Monday morning they test the sirens there in cheeetis a disaster in that area. So
obviously to have a plant there plus a fuel farst ja not viable. So that fuel farm is

the one that has to go or an incinerator is nohgod be put there. Those are the 2

options. Thank you.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Just to finish off and to tell the audience, thisra body of work being undertaken at
the moment to assess the absolute requirementdemmthe fuel farm. | think it is
fair to say that the cost of moving it is of theler of some £40 million at the moment
as an added cost. But these costs have to be itakeaccount for whatever solution
the Island determines for dealing with its longyievaste management strategy. That
is one of the things that we will be addressing nwio@r report is brought out in
March. Right, okay, I think it is probably onlyifaunless the lady in blue has a very,

very quick one?

Ms. C. Beech:

If 1 could just say quickly, you said that the Hawtes Pas testing of the recycling
went very well. Was it a couple of years ago or i8nths ago? It is a bit

disappointing that you have not made a larger er&i. Helier or perhaps offered the
chance of trying this with some of the other pashAs | say, | am dying to have a
go at St. Lawrence and encouraging it there. éeagvith you, if Cardiff can do so

well with recycling before they decide on a pldrfgel that that surely is the way to
go, that we try and see how well we do as an Islaont just one or 2 little places,

how well we can do. If we can all manage to gehgavith this recycling and see

how much we can cut down, then we will know how &iglant we need rather than

guessing and hoping and assuming.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Right. Final word from the Constable of St. Helitien?

The Connétable of St. Helier:
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| agree and certainly, as | said earlier, | have ctommitted to the electorate that we
are going to roll out recycling across the parisd aeing, you know, a third of the

Island it is going to be quite enough work for meget that in place. But | will be

talking to my fellow Constables and if we can fwdys, for example, certain things
could be collected on an Island-wide basis, centagyclables, it may pay to have it
done like that. We talk to each other every fgti There are no walls between the
parish Constables and we will certainly be workiogether to achieve what your

vision is for the Island.

The Connétable of St. Mary:

Certainly from the St. Mary point of view, | lookrivard to St. Helier up and running
because we certainly have visions that | can dathyarubbish to St. Helier and then,
you know, he will pay us for it. So we will getraething back on our rates in that
respect, so | am really looking forward to St. idebeing up and running and have a

thriving business there.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

We already have his composting site!

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Okay. Well, | think on that note it is past thend allotted and | would like to thank
everybody for their forthright expressions and opis. We will certainly take the

viewpoints expressed here into account. Thankfgoattending the meeting.
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