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THE STATES assembled on Tuesday,
2nd June, 1987 at 10.15 a.m. under
the Presidency of the Deputy Bailiff,
Vernon Amy Tomes, Esquire.

All members were present with the exception of —

Senator Anne Baal — out of the Island.
Margaret Sylvia Rose Beadle, Deputy of St. Breladé

Prayers

Subordinate legislation tabled

The following enactments were laid before the Statamely —

1.

Traffic Signs (Amendment No. 12) (Jersey) Order, 187.
R & O 7631.

Road Traffic (Saint Saviour) (Amendment) (Jersey)
Order, 1987. R & O 7632.

Telecommunications (Telegrams) (Amendment No. 4)
(Jersey) Order, 1987. R & O 7633.

Post Office (Postal Orders) (Amendment No. 10)
(Jersey) Order, 1987. R & O 7634.

Road Racing (Motor Vehicle Sprints) (Amendment)
(Jersey) Order, 1987. R & O 7635.

French Market (Jersey) Order, 1987. R & O 7636.
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STATES MINUTES 2nd June, 1987

Victoria College/Jersey College for Girls: buildingdevelopment
(P.79/87) — comments. P.95/87.

The Finance and Economics Committee by Act datend 22ay,
1987, presented to the States its comments onréipoged building
development of Victoria College and the Jerseyéi@ifor Girls.

THE STATES ordered that the said comments be mtirded
distributed.

Hospital Services: development policies (P.76/87) eomments.
P.96/87.

The Finance and Economics Committee by Act datent 22ay,
1987, presented to the States its comments on ékelapment
policies of the Hospital Services.

THE STATES ordered that the said comments be mtirded
distributed.

Hospital Services: development policies (P.76/87)eomments.
P.98/87.

The Establishment Committee by Act dated 27th Ma987,
presented to the States its comments on the dewelappolicies of
the Hospital Services.

THE STATES ordered that the said comments be mtirded
distributed.

Airport capital requests for 1988: comments. P.10@/7.
The Establishment Committee by Act dated 27th Mag87,
presented to the States its comments on the Aigapital requests

for 1988.

THE STATES ordered that the said comments be mtirdad
distributed.
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Matters noted — land transactions.

THE STATES noted Acts of the Finance and Econo@iasimittee
dated 12th and 26th May, 1987, showing that in ymmse of
Standing Orders relating to certain transactions land, the
Committee had approved —

(@) as recommended by the Harbours and Airport rGittee,
the lease to the States’ Airport Social Club ofaaea of
land at Jersey Airport, for a period of nine yeaiigh effect
from 1st June, 1987, at an annual rent of £20(h vent
reviews every three years;

(b) as recommended by the Education Committeesdie to
The Jersey Electricity Company Limited of the sag
electricity sub-station No. 20, F.B. Fields, Stedknt,
when the current lease expired in 1989, for a camation
of £10, with each party being responsible for thgment
of its own legal fees;

(c) as recommended by the Public Health Committex|ease
to Mr. Derrick Gordon Le Cornu of Fields 37, 38 &nd
St. Saviour, at an annual rent of £750, represgrirate of
£50 per vergée, and the lease to Mr. Le Cornu etiid4,
Grouville, at an annual rent of £700, representingte of
£50 per vergée, both for a period of three yeaith, effect
from 25th December, 1986;

(d) as recommended by the Public Health Committee,
passing of a Contrat de Bornement with Fife Invests
Limited in order to establish the boundary at Lesu¥
Farm, St. Saviour, to the north of St. Saviour’'sspital,
with the company being responsible for the paynodrall
legal fees;

(e) as recommended by the Public Works Committhe,
passing of a Contrat de Transaction in order tabdish
rights of way, boundaries and maintenance betwéen t
Public of the Island and other owners and tenarts o
Ordnance Yard (La Cour des Anciennes Casernes,
Le Chemin du Bel and Le Chemin du Quay “passage”
Marett), St. Helier;
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(f)

(9)

(h)

0

0

(k)

as recommended by the Public Works Committise,
purchase from Mr. Barry Charles Noel of 531 squdeet of
land at Les Chataignieres, La Rue de la CroixO8éen,
required in connexion with a road improvement sahefior

a consideration of £1,000, and the payment to MelNf
£4,000 towards the cost of accommodation works,
including the rebuilding of a granite-faced wallittweach
party being responsible for the payment of its degal
fees;

as recommended by the Public Works Committie,
cession, free of charge, by the Parish of St. Sayiof an
area of land measuring 86 square metres, at thetiganof

La Grande Route de St. Martin and Rue de Trot,iredun
connexion with a road improvement scheme, with the
Committee being responsible for the accommodatiorksv
and the payment of all legal fees;

as recommended by the Public Works Committee,
purchase from Unicorn Investments Limited of anaaoé
land measuring 59 square feet, situated at MontieBoh
Close, La Route des Génets, St. Brelade, required i
connexion with the provision of a footpath from Mon
Nicolle School to Woodbine Corner, for a considierabf
£118, with the Committee being responsible for the
accommodation works and the payment of all leged;fe

as recommended by the Tourism Committee, the
assignment by Mrs. Carolyn Jane Le Main, née
Le Tourneur, and Mrs. Shirley Edith Marjorie Le Toeur,
née Morris, to Mrs. Carla Allen, née Sawyer, of iadance

of the lease of First Tower Kiosk, St. Helier, txpie on
24th December, 1987, on the same terms and comslitio
notified to the States on 23rd October, 1984;

as recommended by the Public Health Committéne,
leasing to the Jersey Council on Alcoholism of \2&st
Park Avenue, St. Helier, for a further period ofieiyears,
with effect from 1st August, 1987, at the existiagnual
rent of £1,000;

as recommended by the Public Works Committibe,
purchase from Norman (Holdings) Limited of the prdp
“Modena”, Clarence Road, St. Helier, quieed in
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connexion with proposed road improvement profosdl
Pleasant Street/Clarence Road, for a sum of £51 00
each party being responsible for the payment obits
legal fees.

Matters lodged.

The following subjects were lodged “au Greffe” —

1.

Resources Recovery Board: capital estimates for 188
P.86/87.

Presented by the Resources Recovery Board. TatesSt
decided to take this subject into consideratiori 6t June,
1987.

Howard Davis Farm: bulb sterilisation plant. P.87/&.
Presented by the Agriculture and Fisheries CotamifThe
States decided to take this subject into consigrabn
23rd June, 1987.

Housing Committee: development proposals for 1988.
p.88/87.

Presented by the Housing Committee. The StaiEdetkto
take this subject into consideration on 16th Ja98y7.

Victoria Cottage Homes: upgrading. P.89/87.

Presented by the Cottage Homes Committee. ThiesSta
decided to take this subject into consideratio28ml June,
1987.

Airport: replacement of meteorological data system.
P.90/87.
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.

Airport: construction of new electricity plant house, etc.
P.91/87.
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.

Ferry Berth, West of Albert Pier: passenger gangway
P.92/87.
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.

Airport: replacement of distance from threshold
indicator. P.93/87.
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.
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9. Airport: extra taxiway. P.94/87.
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.

10. Field 213, Petite Route des Mielles, St. Brelade:
purchase. P.97/87.
Presented by the Housing Committee.

11. Airport: meteorological radar. P.99/87.
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.

The States decided to take items 5 to 11 inclusiteeconsideration
on 16th June, 1987.

The following subjects were lodged on 19th May, 298

1. Prison: perimeter fence. P.80/87.
Presented by the Prison Board.

2. Old Orchid Nursery, Mont Millais: development.
p.81/87.
Presented by the Housing Committee.

3. Draft Electricity Link with France (Protection of
Submarine Cable) (Jersey) Regulations, 198 . P.82/8
Presented by the Harbours and Airport Committee.

4. The Dell, Rue du Galet, St. Lawrence: lease. P.83/8
Presented by the Education Committee.

The States decided to take the abovementioned dsbjato
consideration at the present Sitting.

The following subjects were lodged on 26th May, .98

1. Draft Social Security (Jersey) Regulations, 198.
P.84/87.
Presented by the Social Security Committee.

2. Draft Amendment (No. 7) to Standing Orders relating
to certain transactions in land. P.85/87.
Presented by the Legislation Committee.

The States decided to take the abovementioned dsbjato
consideration on 9th June, 1987.
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New Morley Nurseries, St. Saviour: purchase. P.8283
Withdrawn.

THE STATES noted that Deputy Francis Hedley Mordl o
St. Saviour had withdrawn the Proposition regardiegpurchase of
New Morley Nurseries, St. Saviour (lodged on 3rde]ul986).

Prison: perimeter fence. P.80/87.

THE STATES acceded to the request of the Presiolettite Prison
Board that the Proposition relating to the constomcof a new
perimeter security fence at Her Majesty’s Prisadded on 19th
May, 1987) be considered prior to the Propositiontlee sale of
industrial sites at Rue Fondon Trading EstateP8ter (P.140/86) at
the present Sitting.

North Telephone Exchange: transfer of administratia. P.78/87.

THE STATES acceded to the request of the Presidénthe
Housing Committee that consideration of the Prdpmsirelating to
the transfer of administration of the North TelephoExchange
(lodged on 12th May, 1987) be deferred from thes@mé Sitting to a
later date.

Income Tax. Questions and answers.

Senator Terence John Le Main asked Senator RegiRaloert
Jeune, President of the Finance and Economics Cibeemithe
following questions —

“l. Can the President inform the House how much is
outstanding in income tax arrears for every yeaeesil 975
and the number of debtors?

2. How many persons have been subject to arresthby
Viscount for the years 1980 — 1985 for non-paymeht
income tax?

3. Is it correct that a person successfully protst for
income tax arrears in the Petty Debts Court care fac
immediate arrest, seizure of his/her goods or isgoninent
on the instruction of the Comptroller of Income Tax
without knowing the personal circumstances of thletor?
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4. Will the President say whether it is correcttth person or
the representative of a company successfully putedadn
the Royal Court for non-payment of income tax does
face immediate arrest or seizure of goods for some
considerable time, unlike the case of a Petty Dé€lutsrt
judgement and that the penalty of imprisonment duss

apply?

5. Will the President undertake to ensure thatGhanétable
of the Parish concerned is contacted prior to aesaty
the Viscount to see whether they would be awar¢hef
debtor’s financial circumstances?

6. Having regard to the many complaints that leheaceived
from the public, would the President give an asstgahat
members of the public who find themselves in diffig
over arrears of income tax are treated courtecurstiywith
respect by the Income Tax Department?

7. Will the President inform the House of the pesg of the
proposed P.A.Y.E. system which is to come into ctffe
early in 1988 and will he explain how it will work?

The President of the Finance and Economics Conenitiplied as
follows —

“1. This information would have to be extractednumally and
could only be supplied at an unacceptable cost.liteme
Tax Department’'s computer system is not yet coraplet
work currently being undertaken will, in due coyrseable
this sort of analysis to be carried out by the cotap

2. No records are kept but the Comptroller of meoTax
estimates that the number would have been not thare5
a year.

3. Correctly stated, the position is that an Attilee Petty
Debts Court grants permission for the arrest ofdilstor’s
goods, but if there are no arrestable assets thidmay
be arrested and imprisoned. This applies to angmsht
debtor, not just to an income tax debtor. In pragtithe
Comptroller seeks to place an arrest on the debteages
or salary. If that is not possible, for exampléhié defaulter
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is self-employed, the Comptroller attempts to aobt
payment by agreed instalments. The seizure of tloegor
person of the debtor is a last resort employed valiesther
reasonable steps have been taken.

4. ltis correct to say that a judgment of the &dyourt does
not grant permission to arrest the person of thaddout it
does permit the arrest of his goods. If an Acthaf Royall
Court is not complied with the Royal Court will, on
subsequent representation, make an “Acte a Peine de
Prison” ordering the imprisonment of the debtorthg
failure to pay continues. As explained in the amnste
question 3, the Comptroller does not immediatebksthe
arrest of the goods or person of the debtor angractice
the differences between the procedures of the tauart€ is
of no significance.

5. No: | would not wish to lay down rigid instrims of this
kind because the Comptroller and the Viscount rhase
the flexibility to deal with each case on its nmerit
Furthermore, it is the responsibility of the taxpayo
ensure that all information affecting his abilitp pay
income tax demands is known to the Comptrollethéfe is
good reason for non-payment of tax— such as
unemployment or sickness — and the Comptrollereigt k
informed of the situation, there would be no questof
arresting the goods or person of the debtor.

6. Both | and the Comptroller are surprised at $femator’s
statement that he has received many complaints. The
Comptroller has asked that the Senator supply to hi
details of the complaints so that he can investighem
personally. My opinion is that the staff of the dnte Tax
Department do a difficult job really rather wellcah have
no doubt that anyone who co-operates with the Deyeant
will receive all the help he requires. The Senatidly | am
sure, agree that non-payment of tax is, in eff@etpffence
against all those who pay their taxes promptly lamope he
accepts that the Comptroller and his staff shoale tfirm
action where irresponsibility is the prime causeahaf non-
payment of tax. In its dealings with the public theome
Tax Department sets out to be firm, fair, courteansl
helpful and | am happy to give the Senator therasse he
seeks.
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7. The Senator will be aware that in 1983 theeStagjected
propositions calling for the adoption of a P.A.¥tipe tax
deduction scheme. The scheme to be introduced yaext
is not to a P.AY.E. scheme, as that term is ndymal
understood, but it will help those people who have
difficulty in setting aside regular savings in aigation of
their annual tax bill. From January 1988, a taxpayi# be
able to pay by monthly standing order a sum basedne-
twelfth of the tax bill that he will receive in Sember
1988. There will be provision for adjusting the ridn
instalments so that the exact bill is covered kg ¢hd of
each year. This scheme has the advantage over.®.B.A
scheme that it can be applied to self-Employed o+
employed individuals and is not limited solely to
employees. A taxpayer in arrears will also be ablese the
scheme but he will, of course, be expected to bhisgax
position up-to-date over a period of time.”

Production of information by Committees to individual
Members of the States. Answer.

H.M. Attorney General replied to a question askedhe House on
24th March, 1987 by Senator Ralph Vibert aboutgteduction of

information by Committees to individual memberstioé States as
follows —

“Advocate Birt's opinion was given to the SoligitGeneral at
the request of a particular Member in relation &pacific issue.
I do not consider that it is necessary or evenrdek that |
should express either agreement or disagreemertit thig
conclusion reached by Advocate Birt concerning #cific
issue. | propose to confine my reply to the impatrtaatters of
broad principle which are raised by the opinion.

Advocate Birt poses two questions, which are devis —

(1) Is a States’ Member entitled to information the
possession of a Committee and if so in what cir¢cantes?

(2) If there is such a right and such informati®mefused, will
this right be enforced by the Royal Court?
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| propose to deal with these questions separately.

(1) In considering this question, it may be heldfuefly to
review the development of the Committee system. It
appears that in the latter part of the seventeeattiury,
possibly earlier, the States began referring sjoecif
problems to designated Members of the Assembly.

On 4th August, 1679, the States, having name&®&duard

de Carteret to argue a particular matter before the
Sovereign in Council, then named five Jurats, tearand
one of the Rectors, and two of the Constablesstassby

the Greffier, as a committee (although the wordndg
actually used) to give day-to-day instructions ¢éoChrteret.
Any five of the persons named could act, providedt t
there was always at least one of each order.

On 22nd March, 1697, four Jurats, three Rectodsthree
Constables, or two of each order, were appointech as
committee (the word appears in the Société Jees@lgion
of the Actes des Etats, but it may have been atigetthe
editor). They were to attempt to persuade the Sigerto
re-establish the Island’s privileges, ‘et en fampport aux
Etats’.

During the eighteenth century, references inAhtes des
Etats to committees became more plentiful.

(i) In 1701, there is a reference to the Stagziving
from the ‘Comité des Chaussées’, and making an
order in accordance with it.

(i) In 1702, a committee was appointed to coesiénd
to report to the States, on the best way of re-
establishing and affirming the privileges of thizuhsl.

(i) In 1707, a committee was set up to draw a
‘Rémontrance’ relating to an Order in Council ofi 5t
June, 1707, ‘quelle Rémontrance lors qu'aprouve se
signée par tous les membres des Etats’.
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(iv) In the same year, there is a reference tabees of
the ‘Comité des Chaussées’ failing to attend
Committee meetings.

(v) Further references to Committees appear Q917
1712, 1713, 1714, 1724, 1726, 1728 and 1729.
Thereafter they are too numerous to mention.

It seems clear that during the eighteenth centingy
practice became established, if it had not beesbéshed
earlier, of referring matters to committees.

These committees were of two types —

(a) ad hoc committees, set up on a specific occasion to
deal with a specific problem;

(b) standing committees, which appear to have &ad
continuous existence. The first such committee to
which regular reference is made is the ‘Comité des
Chaussées’ (also referred to as the ‘Comité desddav
et Chaussées’). By the end of the eighteenth cgntur
there are references to this Committee, and to the
‘Comité de la défense de I'lle, the ‘Comité de la
Bibliotheque’, the ‘Comité de (or pour) I'Hbpital
Général' and the ‘Comité de (or pour) les Chemins’,
in terms which indicate that these committees had a
continuous existence.

In the majority of instances, particularly theses of the ad
hoc committees, the committee does not appeant® Had
a power to determine the matter entrusted to stesd it is
required to present its report to the States, iemselves
made whatever decision was to be made. (It is afss
possible that the standing committees made final
determinations of matters within their competenoe,
record of which appears in the Actes des Etats)uly and
again in November 1743, acts passed by committaes h
been enrolled, but these are in cases where thefAtte
States constituting the committee authorised itmike a
decision.
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In view of the fact that committees were delegaié the
States, and that in many cases the ultimate decimioa
matter which had been referred to a committee destth
the States, it seems reasonable to expect thafl¢nebers
of the States would have been entitled to seeagilichents
in the possession of a committee relating to issulsions
and decisions. That this view is correct is, in apinion,
established beyond doubt by one of the provisionthé
Code des Lois of 1771. That provision is contaiirethe
section of the Code headed ‘Greffiers’, the second
paragraph of which runs as follows —

‘Le Greffier est tenu de donner son attendantmua

les Committés des Etats, et de garder les livres et
papiers qui regardent les délibérations ou résuisti
des Committés, pour que les Membres desdits
Committés, _ou ceux des Etats, puissent y avoir
recours.’(my underlining).

It is clear from the words ‘ou ceux des Etatgtthlembers
of the States as well as members of the commitigess
entitled to have recourse to the books and papetheo
committee.

This is understandable, in view of the fact tlest,| have
stated, it was the States and not the committeehwyias
often as not, made the final decision, and the citieen
made only a report or a recommendation.

The provision of the Code of 1771 which | havetgd was
repealed by Article 14 of the Departments of thdiciary
and the Legislature (Jersey) Law, 1965 — (‘the 10&%").
This gives rise to the question whether the repdéahe
provision has in some way destroyed the right ofritders

of the States to see the committee minutes andrpape
referred to in the repealed provision. In my opinit has
not.

That provision of the Code of 1771 did not in wigw
create the right; it merely acknowledged its existe |
base this view upon the following —

(&) The wording of the provision. It did not pide that
Members of the States should have a right tswbn
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committee minutes and papers; it stated that the
Greffier should have custody of the papers, and the
went on to explain why. The reason was so that
members of committees and of the States might have
access to them.

(b) The fact that the provision appeared in atiGec
headed ‘Greffiers’. The clear primary purpose @ th
provision was to place a duty upon the Greffiebéo
the custodian of the minutes and papers.

The repeal of that provision of the Code of 1drid

not in my opinion affect the well-established rigiit
access of Members of the States to minutes andgpape
of committees which are in the custody of the Geeff

of the States.

The next question is whether that right extends t
documents or information in the possession not haf t
Greffier of the States but of Committees or Departta of
the States. Whereas in time past all relevant gapere
held by the Greffier this is no longer the caseththe
development of government which has taken placedant
decades most information, apart from minutes affidiaif
correspondence, is now held in Departments ottaar the
States’ Greffe. | can find no authority upon thisegtion
and it requires the resolution of conflicting calesiations.
On the one hand it would be inconvenient and cusdree

if a Committee were to be under an obligation tppdy
information to satisfy the curiosity rather thae tegitimate
interest of a Member. Furthermore some informatioght

be of a sensitive or confidential nature, extensive
knowledge of which might not be in the public irgst. On
the other hand if a Member genuinely requires mgttion

in the possession of a Committee for the proper
performance of his functions as a Member, it mastight
that he should have access to it. In general ieappto me
that this problem is more theoretical than prattitiais
difficult to envisage a Committee wilfully withhdlth
information from another Member unless there esiste
proper reasons for so doing. In the event thatMeenber
disagreed with the Committee’s reasons it wouldben to
him to lodge a proposition inviting the States tect that
he be given access to the information. | tlwreefanswer
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(2)

the first question posed by Advocate Birt by egsing the
opinion that a Member has a clear right of access t
committee minutes and papers in the custody oGtiedfier
and a right of access to other information in tbeggssion
of a Committee unless there are good grounds foyideg
access.

The second question, namely whether this rgghéiccess
would be enforced by the Royal Court, is more cliif
and, in the absence of any authority, | can do necenthan
express an opinion based upon my conception of the
constitutional status of the States.

In England the position appears to be relatietdar. So far
as Parliament is concerned the Courts will notrigee to
compel the executive (Her Majesty’'s Government) to
furnish information to a member of the legislature.
Parliament is deemed to be able to control the wgikex
and so to arrange matters that its members obafficisnt
information to carry out their duties. In a seriscases
which came before the English Courts in the ningtee
century of which the most celebrated is Bradlaug@larke
(1883) 8 AC 354 it was settled that the House ah@wons
had the exclusive right to regulate its own intérna
proceedings. It was a fundamental aspect of pagirany
privilege.

So far as local authorities are concerned thert€auill
intervene if it is considered that the local auilyohas
acted unreasonably. In the case of City of Birmargh
District Council v. O (1983) 1 All ER 497 the Housé
Lords held that a councillor who was not a membfea o
particular committee was entitled to have accessh®
confidential files of that committee provided tlla¢re was
good reason for such access. In that connexion the
councillor had to demonstrate a ‘need to know' such
information in order properly to carry out his digtias a
councillor. It is for the Council to determine whet there

is a ‘need to know' but the Courts will overruleath
determination if the decision is regarded as urnealsle.

Is the States’ Assembly therefore more akin tdidaent
or to a local authority? It is clear oretlbne hand that
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Jersey is not a sovereign country. It is consitally a
dependency of the Crown. It is a territory for whithe
Crown is ultimately responsible but to which ovetoag
period a considerable measure of autonomy has been
accorded. On the other hand the States’ Assemieiicies
legislative powers which, even if not sovereigne dar
more extensive than the limited delegated powejsyed
by local authorities in England. Indeed the States
empowered by an Order-in-Council of 14th April, 288
pass triennial regulations relating to municipaldan
administrative matters which have the force of laithout
the sanction of Her Majesty. | have reached theslasion,
with some diffidence, that the Royal Court wouldt no
intervene to set aside a decision of the Statasimglto the
regulation of its own internal proceedings. | reabhat
conclusion for three main reasons —

(i) Article 27 of the States of Jersey Law, 19@he
1966 Law’) provides that the States shall make
standing orders for the regulation of their procegsl
and business. That Article also provides that stend
orders, unlike other subordinate legislation, naetl
be published in the Jersey Gazette. The clear
implication is that the regulation of the proceemin
and business of the States is a matter for the Mesnb
themselves and not for any outside agency.

(i) Article 47 of the 1966 Law providemter alia that
evidence of the contents of the minutes of any
document laid before the States or a Committee, and
evidence of any proceedings before the States or a
Committee, shall not be given elsewhere without the
consent of the States or the Committee as the case
may be. Upon the supposition that the States had
refused to instruct a Committee to release infoionat
in its possession to a Member it is difficult toresage
how any sensible argument could take place befare t
Royal Court if the States were to refuse consettdo
giving of any evidence concerning the proceedings
leading to that refusal. Furthermore Article 55tloé
1966 Law provides that no person shall be subject t
the jurisdiction of any Court in respect of the
of any power conferred on or vested in him by or
under PartlV of the Law. Article 47 falls within
Part IV of the Law.
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(iif) Given the effective separation of judicippwer from
legislative and executive power which was achieved
by the constitutional reforms of 1948 | consideatth
the Royal Court would seek to avoid, if possible t
collision which would occur if it ordered a Comraiit
to do that which the States had expressly decltoed
instruct that Committee to do.

| answer the second question therefore by exmprgstie
opinion that the Royal Court would decline to exszc
jurisdiction to enforce any right which a Memberynizave to
information in the possession of a Committee.”

Draft Consumer Protection Law. Statement.

The President of the Legislation Committee madéateBient in the
following terms —

“On 16th April, 1985, the States adopted a prajpmsiof
Deputy Norman Stuart Le Brocq of St. Helier reqimgstthe
Legislation Committee to prepare legislation toldedhe States
by Regulations, made on the proposition of any Citeen of
the States, to provide for any form of consumetgqmiion. After
voicing some disquiet at the very wide terms of pneposed
legislation the Law Draftsman produced the draftn&oner
Protection (Jersey) Law, 198- which was approved niy
Committee and lodged ‘au Greffe’ on 24th June, 1986the
suggestion of the Attorney General my Committe@egdrthat it
would be prudent to seek the views of the Homeo®ftin the
draft Law which contains wide powers to legislaty b
Regulations. The Home Office takes the view thabs¢h
delegated powers would result in the sanction byMigesty in
Council being rendered effectively meaningless. Ghmmittee
has discussed the situation with the Attorney Garamd with
Deputy Le Brocq and it appears clear that the binaiuction
given to my Committee by the States cannot contitally be
implemented. My Committee is therefore having dés@ons
with Deputy Le Brocq with a view to the preparatianf
legislation in specific areas of consumer protectio
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Airport:

Letting No. L65 — La Motte Garages Limited.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Harboamd Airport
Committee —

(@)

(b)

(©)

approved the lease to La Motte Garages Limitéd
1,080 square yards of land adjacent to the Quemeva
Road, St. Brelade, shown coloured red on Drawing
No. APL65/87 (being Letting No. L65) for a periofitbree
years with effect from 1st July, 1987 at an anmeak of
£5,324.40, representing a rate of £4.93 per squark

authorised the Greffier of the States to diym necessary
lease;

authorised the Treasurer of the States to ivecthe
requisite sums as they become due.

67 Val Plaisant, St. Helier: purchase.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Public o
Committee —

(@)

(b)

()

approved the acquisition by the Committee of 6F Val

Plaisant, St. Helier, required in connexion withado
improvement proposals contained in Proposition d{the

Island Plan, lodged “au Greffe” on 29th July, 1986m

Mrs. Margaret Hoad, née Holder, for the sum of B6@;

authorised the payment or discharge of exgereebe
incurred in connexion with the acquisition of tipioperty
and all interests therein, from the Public Works
Committee’s Capital vote of credit under the hegdin
“Roads — Improvements, property acquisition and
investigation” (Vote No.C0303), each party being
responsible for the payment of its own legal fees;

authorised the Attorney General and the Greftf the
States to pass, on behalf of the public, any cotgranhich
it may be found necessary to pass in connexion thi¢h
acquisition of the said property and any interdstsein.
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Broad Street Post Office: extension of private bofacilities.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the CommitteePostal
Administration —

(a) approved Drawings Nos. 2849/1A and 2849/2kstireg to
extensions at the rear of the Broad Street Postéfb
provide extra facilities for private boxes;

(b) authorised the Greffier of the States to siphe said
Drawings on behalf of the States.

Prison: perimeter fence. P.80/87.
THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Prisonaigip

approved in principle the construction of a newirpeter security
fence at Her Majesty’s Prison outside the existange.

Rue Fondon Trading Estate, St. Peter: sale of indtigal sites.
P.140/86.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Islandv&epment
Committee —

(a) approved the sale of the light or service #tdu sites
comprising the Rue Fondon Trading Estate, St. Pater
follows —

(i) Site 1 to El Sol (C.1.) Limited for the suni£97,638;

(i) Site 2 to R. Le Garsmeur and Company Limifed
the sum of £90,627;

(iif) Site 3 to A.C. Mauger and Sons (Holdings)nited
for the sum of £84,804;

(iv) Site 4 to Lamda Limited for the sum of £8423
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(b) authorised the Attorney General and the Geeffif the
States to pass the necessary contracts in thesersnat

(c) authorised the Treasurer of the States toivedbe sums
due from the sales.

Members present voted as follows —

“Pour” (26)
Senators
Vibert, Le Marquand, Binnington, Horsfall, Manton.

Connétables
Grouville, St. John, St. Martin, St. Peter, Stliete St. Mary,
St. Ouen, St. Brelade, Trinity.

Deputies
Morel(S), Le Maistre(H), Roche(S), Le Brocq(H), Raoll(H),
St. Mary, Wavell(H), Billot(S), St. Peter, Mahonk(
St. Martin, Baudains(C).

“Contre” (12)
Senators
Shenton, Rothwell, Le Main.

Connétable
St. Clement.

Deputies

St. Ouen, Le Gallais(S), Vandervliet(L), GrouvillEhorne(B),
Blampied(H), St. John, Carter(H).

Deputy Leonard Norman of St. Clement declared serast in the
matter and withdrew from the Chamber prior to tebate.
States’ Trading Committees: policy review. P.75/87.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Policy visdry
Committee, requested the appropriate Committetakosuch steps
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as might be necessary to implement the proposaiwmioed in the
report of the Policy Advisory Committee dated 14tpril, 1987
regarding Trading Committees.

Old Orchid Nursery, Mont Millais: development. P.8187.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Housiranittee —

(@)

(b)

(©)

(d)

(e)

authorised the Committee to purchase the @thi@ Site,
Mont Millais, shown coloured red on Drawing
No. 2850/P1, from Amalgamated Enterprises Limited f
the sum of £220,000, with each side being resptnéi
their own legal fees;

authorised the Committee to negotiate with diaaer for

the purchase of No.2 Mont Millais, St. Helier, simo
coloured yellow on Drawing No. 2850/P1, at a famda
proper price to be agreed with the Finance and &oars

Committee;

agreed that, in the event of it not being giesto reach
agreement on a fair and proper purchase price Her t
properties described in paragraphs (a) and (b) eggbthe
Committee be empowered to acquire the properties by
compulsory purchase on behalf of the public in adance
with the provisions of the Compulsory Purchase ahd
(Procedure) (Jersey) Law, 1961;

authorised the payment or discharge of theeesgs to be
incurred in connexion with the acquisition of thaids

properties and of all legal expenses from the Huysi
Committee Capital vote of credit “Land Purchase’o@/

No. C1104);

authorised the Attorney General and the Gxeféif the
States to pass, on behalf of the public, any cotgré
might be found necessary to pass in connexion tivélsaid
property and any interests therein.
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Electricity Link with France (Protection of Submarine Cable)
(Jersey) Regulations, 1987. P.82/87.

THE STATES, by virtue and in exercise of the powayaferred on
them by the Order in Council of the fourteenth @d&yApril, 1884,
made Regulations entitled the Electricity Link withrance
(Protection of Submarine Cable) (Jersey) Regulatia@87.

The Dell, Rue du Galet, St. Lawrence: lease. P.83/8

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Education
Committee —

(@) approved the lease of The Dell, Rue du Galet,
St. Lawrence, from Mr.John Leslie Keenan and
Mrs. Primrose Anne Keenan, née Rainey, for a peobd
2 years with effect from 1st June, 1987, with atiarpto
renew for a further 2 years, at a weekly rentél 120, to be
reviewed at the end of the first 2 year period;

(b) authorised the Greffier of the States to digm necessary
Agreement with Mr. and Mrs. Keenan;

(c) authorised the Treasurer of the States totpayent as it
becomes due.

THE STATES rose at 3.45 p.m.

R.S. GRAY,

Deputy Greffier of the States.
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