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Deputy R.C. Duhamel of St. SavioufChairman):

A couple of words of housekeeping first of all. féw introductions. We are the

Environment Scrutiny Panel and on my right we h@emstable Crowcroft, Deputy

Le Claire, Deputy Celia Scott Warren. | am Depbtshamel and the Constable, who
needs no introduction | am sure, of St. Mary and ohour officers, Mick Robbins,

and Charlie Ahier. Before | start off, | would ¢éiko ask Mick Robbins just to give

you a couple of words about safety proceduresiusase the fires are too hot.

Mr. M. Robbins:

Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. Housekeepsigof all, as is usual with these
things. There is no expected fire drill tonightitthe alarms do go off they will be
real. There is a way down where you have comethark is an emergency exit
through that door, there. The toilets are downstalater we will be talking to you
via a microphone. This meeting is being tapedforrecords because we value what
you are saying and we want to be sure we hav&adt, if you could, when you have
something to say, give us your name, please, aadhesmicrophone, we would be

grateful.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:



This is the second of 5 meetings. The first mgetwas held at Grouville Parish Hall
the other week and was fairly well attended. Ohthe things that the Environment
Scrutiny Panel are quite keen to do is to roll pnéisentations to the public from time
to time in order to try and engage public supporotherwise, and to test the water,
dip our toes into the water, and see whether oth®tliscussions that we are having
on the committee are reflected by public opinidBo, the nature of this evening’s
meeting is to discuss waste, the burning issue,fands to be told what you think.
But before | open the meeting to the floor, | woyldt like to say a few words in
order to set the topic in context. The Environm@atutiny Panel has already done 2
scrutiny reviews of varying lengths in order to eek$ what is, probably, going to be
one of the most important debates that is goirtgke place this July when the Island
will be, finally, told whatever the Transport andechnical Services Minister’s
thoughts are in terms of what the Island shouldmim®ing towards in terms of his
recommendations and his department’'s recommenddtiorthe treatment of the
waste that we produce in this Island. Waste ig bBkie weeds, you know. Weeds are
plants, nonetheless, in the wrong place. Somel@pdope to hoe them down or
whatever. Waste is pretty much the same things dtl about resources, really, in the
wrong place. We know the general sayings; thezeaarhole load of proverbs about
not being wasteful and things like that and, reallizat the Island has to face up to is
whether or not burning the materials that peoplddtotherwise recycle or otherwise
derive value from -- whether or not a burning pssces the best process out of all the
processes that could be undertaken. From the &@ment Scrutiny Panel point of
view, we have been privy -- and we will be shanng results at a public exhibition
to be held at the St. Helier Town Hall on 14th da&dh March, we will be sharing
those results with the public and other States Mamb As far as we can see, the
established waste management policy that we hatleeanoment, is only to recycle
up to 30-odd per cent of the Island’s waste mdgef@ the next 25 to 30 years. We
think that that, in itself, is a waste. A lot dfese materials are finding secondary
values and we have some quite interesting thingarks and Spencer, for example,
have just recently - perhaps you have seen andateaudt it in the paper - introduced
a local scheme to the Island whereby they are gmirge taking some of their plastic
bags and taking them away to be turned into plgsttments. You might say: “Well,
so what? That is not special.” But if you thifoat it and look at the labels on your

clothes, you have polyester and nylon shirts amth@e stack of other things, and the



materials that we are wearing at the moment areeroad of plastic waste materials.
So, for us, it is a tangible example of a local panmy backed by their U.K. (United
Kingdom) business, waking up and wanting to promemselves in a greener
fashion along with the rest of the world. There amwhole host of other examples but
| think I will move on to those as the evening pesges. So, just a couple of words.
We think, from the Environment Scrutiny Panel, tbaty recycling 30-odd per cent
and then burning everything is incredibly waste&yen if it means that an element of
electricity is going to be generated. There amhale host of other examples as to
whether or not, from a carbon dioxide point of viewe should be displacing
electricity that is generated by carbon-free mesho#lost of our electricity comes
from the nuclear power stations in France and,addéhe Jersey Electricity Company
are suggesting that next year or the year aftey theve into providing a third
connection further down the coast to another pgwant which will be nuclear to
provide most of the Island’s electricity. Sometloé technologies that we have seen
could provide energy from waste but from a slightlifferent point of view.
Anaerobic digestion, which is basically taking foadste and things like that to
produce a gas -- the Environment Scrutiny PaneéweiSweden recently looking at
housing schemes, among other things, but Swedarmpistty good go-ahead country
in terms of its green credentials. As an examipley take a lot of their food waste,
which we could do over here if we have the incesdivo do it, and they produce
through the process of anaerobic digestion a bsoaga they run their buses on it or
their cars and taxis. Now, this is something we loa doing ourselves and, indeed, as
part of the exhibition at the Town Hall on 14th d%th March we are hoping to show
the public a number of companies who could, forshiee of example, take our plastic
waste, and there is something like 6,500 tonngdastic which is basically oil-based.
Those plastics can be re-cracked and turned isynthetic diesel fuel and we think
that, perhaps, that might be a more sustainableoivdgaling with the Island’s plastic
waste, to turn it into a synthetic diesel to rum buses or to run our cars, to displace
an element of the petrol and other fuel import$ tioane to the Island and to do it in a
way which is probably more carbon friendly thant jgeing ahead and burning and
generating an amount of electricity, most of whiah be used for the running of the
proposed incinerator plant. | could go on at langThere is a whole host of really,
really interesting ways of adding value to matersahich, otherwise, people would

think are totally useless. As | say, it is aditbit ironic that before Transport and



Technological Services were so named they usee tBublic Services. But before
that they were the Resources Recovery Board added) the nature of the game at
the moment in waste management is recovering theseurces. So, we think,
certainly from the Environment Scrutiny Panel pahtiew, that perhaps a backward
look at the way Jersey was 30 years, which wasghmgbahead of the game, is
probably one of the things we should be doing leefbe Island finds itself signing up
once and for all to a policy which is looking ma@ed more outdated. Incineration is
not necessarily the best method. From the fadlsfigares that we are being given
from various consultants, a lot of these processésbecome efficient when you are
dealing with substantial tonnages of material. Téland is being seduced into
thinking that a plant of 126,000 tonne capacitthes right way forward. We are told,
on good evidence, that these plants only begiretmime efficient at 250,000 tonnes
or greater. The Island last year only burned 2 j@dnes. So, in terms of capacity
planning we are at what has been suggested, paltgnhly the Department, way, way
over the mark and we think that before the Islamanmits itself to a huge
expenditures of the order of £80-odd million, wenkhthat all avenues must be
thoroughly looked at. If, indeed, other or moreissnmentally friendly methods can
be found, then those methods should be properlgidered by the States when they
come to make the final decision. So, that is ppbbanough from me. | do not know
if that was inside 10 minutes but | have not beiekdd under the table as yet so it
probably was. So, this evening is mainly to heargublic, that is, your point of view
and for us to take away any feelings or thoughts lyave on where the Island should
be going in terms of its waste management poliay, ameed, to tell us if there are
any other views that we should be considering thexthaps, we have not looked at as
yet. So, without further ado, we will throw it apéo the floor. We have a roving
microphone so if you put your hand up and identifyo you are. We are taping the
whole of the proceedings because we take your consrseriously and we want to
have an opportunity, at a later stage, to go oveatus said to make sure that we have
properly heard and we are in a position to act oy @f the advice that you are,
hopefully, going to give us this evening. So, @uyput your hand up | will take the

first question, or comment, from the floor. Yesephere. Eve?

Ms. E. Perchard:



My name is Eve Perchard. | would like to say thatlavre des Pas, where | live, | do
not quite remember when we started but there has be publicity or anything else
and yet the public in Havre des Pas are still coimtig to recycle. So, that should tell
you an awful lot about how keen the public arestoycling because of the amount of
people in Havre des Pas still doing it. 1 do Mk anybody knows this but once you
get started there is no doubt about it, it jusinfeits own pattern as a part of your,
you know, your sort of weekly rubbish, sort of gedgtrid of it. So, I really cannot see
-- | really think that leadership is needed totgetwhole Island doing it. | think the
Constable should really feel that he is -- andda®ident, that once you start it, if you
can get it started off, then everybody will autoicedty follow because we are doing

it, even now, almost a year later.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, thank you for that. A couple of comments befbpass over to, perhaps, the
Constable. A number of countries have picked uph@concept of zero waste. So,
as we were mentioning earlier, it is not a caseaying that waste materials are a
waste. It is how you think of them. Paper camdag/cled. It can go around the loop
a number of times. There are a whole load of ekiregs you can do to add value to
a paper material. One of the companies dealinly péiper products takes ordinary
paper of varying quality and turns it into cardlbgrackaging. You might say:
“Yeah, well, so what? How many times can you da2h But the whole point is that
by sending things around the loop a number of tigmesare saving energy, you are
saving on materials and instead of chopping dowgirviforests, you are using
materials in a sustainable way and having a seocopérhaps a third use out of them.
The panel went to visit a company in France called-Emballages, and basically,
they have the capacity to take all of the Islaqiper should we wish to bale it up
and send it to them to turn it into egg cartonsis la very large plant and the egg
cartons are being sold, not only within France tithin Europe and sent out
worldwide. That plant is virtually on our doorstelt is not far from Rennes and it is
an example of something that could be done withpayer products. Another use
would be for insulation. Part of the energy sggtéhat is coming forward by the
Environment Minister is the suggestion that hombeeukl be made to be more
efficient in terms of insulation. One of the prigpary products on the market is a

product called Warmcel, and Warmcel is, basicallyedded newspapers of different



descriptions that have been impregnated with varichemicals in order to make it
burn-free. It has fire retardants and things that. But, bearing in mind there is also
a strategy suggesting that the Island as a whaleldlbe encouraging more people to
insulate their houses rather than just paying nam@& more money for their fuels,
whether they be burning oil or burning gas or eglectricity, then it does strike us as
being a little bit ironic that if a product of thaature, which is basically shredded
paper, impregnated with a fire retardant chemicaljld be used to insulate our
properties, then why not? We are not saying, foampoint of view, that necessarily
that is going to provide a long term, and | wileuse word “disposal” route, a rather
diversionary route, for all of the Island’s newsepegpbut it gives you an indication of
some of the products that can be made if you &idhink outside of the box and how
you can add value to something which would, otheewbe thrown away. The zero
waste trial in Havre des Pas was very successfilllas been in the U.K. and other
places. The Constable would probably like to ségwawords because he is thinking
that, perhaps, now is the time to roll out the sohenot just from the Havre des Pas
district but to other outlying districts of St. kil and/or perhaps, of course, the whole
of St. Helier. But | will pass you over to the Gtable to say a few more words on
that.

Connétable A.S. Crowcroft of St. Helier:

Thank you, Chairman, and thank you for the questitiris important to clarify that
zero waste does not mean that you are going tacleedp)0 per cent. The term has
been adopted in many communities who have ambitjplass to recycle and,
certainly, it is use in New Zealand and communitd® are looking at recycling
before they reach for the incinerator, before theach for landfill. They are saying:
“How much can we take out of the waste stream kefae commission an
incinerator?” That would seem to be the sensitdg of doing business. The trial
scheme proved 2 things. First of all, it provedtttihe public is willing to recycle. In
fact, as the questioner said, once you start dibiygu become hooked and you really
want to keep on doing it. It also proved thatadiywe were having more than 50 per
cent of recycling rate which was in excess of whatStates have given us as a target
and upon which figure they have based the sizéefricinerator. So, if the Havre
des Pas trial scheme is anything to go by, thectigyrates agreed by the States are

already out of date. That means that the incioerdiat is being commissioned is



going to be too big, which is a waste of money andaste of space down at La
Collette and is a disincentive to recycling. As &a the rest of the parish goes, and
this is St. Mary’s and | have to be careful, in regent election campaign | made a
pledge that | would roll out recycling schemes asrthe parish. Whether we do
exactly the same as we are doing in Havre des Pagdry some different trial
schemes first, we have not quite decided but, icdytat is our plan to have the whole
of St. Helier recycling and once that happens,afrge, St. Helier produces | think
about one third of the waste, perhaps slightly mbaa that, that again, would have
an impact on the States plan to commission thig hage incinerator. So, my view is
that, clearly we are worried about Bellozanne ahdtws coming out of the chimney
but that can be dealt with, to some extent, if vegesto stop burning the worst things
that we are currently putting through the incinerat Particularly, if we withdrew
plastic and rubber from Bellozanne tomorrow, thisr@o doubt that the amount of
nasties coming out of the chimney would be far thas it is at the moment. So, | am
very keen to see more recycling and | think we &howt be commissioning future
waste disposal plants based on figures that malybseaut of date.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Another question or opinion?

Ms. E. Perchard:

The Connétable has already said about the recyatihtavre des Pas. Now, that has
proved to be successful because we find we autoaligtdo it. We do not even think

about it. We just do it. So, | think that if yoeally want to get started and this has
worked for Havre des Pas -- maybe it would be algdea, Constable, if you were to

do the same thing again. Take it street-by-stidet, you have done. The whole

circle of streets otherwise you are going to hasepte saying: “Oh, there is 28,000
people. You cannot do it.” So, you are goingaweall this sort of negative answers
and replies. So, | feel that you stand a far bett@nce -- you proved it with Havre

des Pas. Take it street even by week. So maagtstper week and work it right

through that way. | think we will stand a far leetthance.

The Connétable of St. Helier:
That is one way, yes. Thank you. That is verpfutl



Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Another comment? Up the back?

Mr. Le Brocq:

Mr. Chairman, | am on the Working Party, the Comityuhiaison Group, with the
proposed energy waste ponds at La Collette arténded the last meeting and | put a
number of questions to the president, or the Menjdbr that department. We talked
about keeping people out of La Collette. Whenrhéslong-term plan for La Collette?
Because one moment we are told that we do not people down there because of
the safety yet we continue to send something liB@,00 tonnes of inert material
down there. We are still going to have a greenevaksnt down at La Collette. They
say that by moving the green waste to Bellozankeaps a number of people out but
we are talking about 50 per cent. If you think atbw, 40,000 trips down to La
Collette is what happens now and they are talkivedl, only 20,000. But 20,000 cars
going down means 20,000 cars coming back and laaamg to myself, and | asked
the Minister: “Where is the long-term plan for Lal@tte?” because at the moment
they showed us plans and layout of the proposadarator down there. It is a very,
very large building. | do not know if people realj but it is as high as Mt. Bingham.
That is what we are talking about and | have teagvith the Constable of St. Helier.
Do we really need this on our doorstep, our gatetwathe Island? 1 put it to the
Minister, | said: “Well, where is your plans foretmew harbour?” And he sort of
looked at bit puzzled at me and | said: “Well, thex an intention --" | do not know if
the public are aware of it because it has been\apt very quiet, but the Elizabeth
Terminal site and the area behind it where thelftelorries go, is all intended for
housing in the future. Now, the other thing theyt talked about was: “We need to
move the fuel farm.” The fuel farm is going to m@ved to just beyond where the
ships berth now. So, when | came to the questiot\ell, where does the harbour
go, the new proposed harbour?” | received a sbdumb reaction. | was not
supposed to ask that question. That is the impmredshad. | think this Island is
being conned because we all create waste whethkkenié or not. There are ways of
dealing with waste and | have to support the Seyuflanel completely but we really
do need to get on with it. | would have thougtd#ttii we had said: “The green waste

plant is coming back to St. Mary’s,” this placeyeu would not be able to stand in



here tonight. But, unfortunately, a lot of people putting this at the back of their
mind. It is somebody else’s problem. St. Hel@rthe moment, deals with all the
Island’s green waste. It deals with all the Islansewage. It deals with all the
incinerators, the stuff that has to go to the iacor. The people of St. Helier are
having to put up with quite a lot and | only liveaut 150 yards from the incinerator.
The point | would make is that the incinerator plewould not have been moved -- |
think it was an election ploy by a Deputy at th&t kelection: “Let us move it down to
La Collette.” To convince the people in the didtthat he represents that this would
be a good idea, a good vote catcher. Now, unéit suggestion was made the
incinerator plant was stopping at Bellozanne. &hemo real need for it to be moved
from Bellozanne. If we are going to put in a nelanp that is going to deal with all
the nasties that come out of the stack, why md¥eNbw, the Minister also went on
to make the statement: “We will move the incinerggiant down to La Collette. We
will move the whole of the sewage farm down to L@l€te. We will move the scrap
yard down to La Collette.” | asked: “What sort mbney are we talking about?”
Between £160 and £170 million. They have not éhermoney voted for it yet. So,
really, | would like the people in this Island teatly start taking an interest in the
environment of what is going on around them becalisg do not seem to be at the

moment and that is very regrettable.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Very good. PApplausg Yes, there is quite a lot in that. | think theestion at the
back from Bob Le Brocq is absolutely right. Onetlodé things the States do not do
very well, in my view -- and | have been there alavto know the ropes, is that we do
not plan long term particularly well. 1 think Bad absolutely right that the proposals
that are starting to creep out of the woodworkhat tnoment are the back of a fag
packet ideas. It is people finding that there domino effect and | think the domino
effect has really been primarily caused at thisnpan time by the Buncefield
recommendations. We are being told that the faghfis in the wrong place if,
indeed, we want to have other things down at Lde@el So, if you look at the
safety recommendations that are coming out at thment, there is a suggestion that
we have to be working -- there is a cautionary waykradius of some 400 metres
from wherever the principal focus of the hazard iEyou take your rulers out and

have a look at a map, 400 metres goes quite awagin Jersey and if you have



secondary disturbances which would occur at théhimgr terminal where the deep
water ships come in to unload the fuel, if you yanir 400 metres from there you do
start to get very, very close, if not on top ofe tlarina Terminal on the other side
which is the Elizabeth Terminal where most peopée@ming into the Island. Part
and parcel of the long-term planning was thougldualan awful long time ago. In
1977, | think it was, before | came into the Statesre was a proposal for a deep
water harbour and the deep water harbour was wakiak, past the Dog’s Nest and
it was quite a revolutionary thought at the timedese it was going to provide a deep
water harbour facility which mean it could be agwioed at any point in the tide.
Secondly, it was based on a wheel. It had a hatreén the middle and different
piers coming off like a wheel and a causeway confiagk to the La Collette area.
Had we gone ahead with those proposals, and they kieked into touch as being
too fanciful at the time, then | think the -- | amot quite sure which harbour revision
we are up to at the moment, | think we are up touals or 7, and we spent an
enormous amount of money playing around with thdar facilities and not coming
out with any proposals that remotely do provide fhalities that could have been
provided by this one site. So, in effect, the fiaei is in the wrong place, things are
going to have to be done. This is, principally,ywthe Minister at the moment is
suggesting that the reception site for the greestayahe shredding site, is moved
because under the Buncefield Regulations you cammat too many members of the
public coming down to within a hazardous area. tBere is really only 2 ways you
can go. You can either tell people they cannotedown there anymore which is the
way the departments are starting to move and thé.(Driver and Vehicle
Standards) Department will have to be moved andtises will probably have to be
moved and other facilities down there will havebtomoved. That begs the question
as to whether or not it is the best policy. Othseasyou have to rethink perhaps the
unthinkable as to whether or not the fuel farm $thdne moved long term but the
costings involved are in the tens of millions ahé figures that are being spoken
about maybe as much as £40 million. We still doheve proper harbour facilities
and the difficulty is that if the fuel farm were lbe@ moved half a mile further south, it
still does not solve the problem because youlstille your 400 metre radius and you
still have to have a harbour to be accommodated, 1Shink the question is
absolutely right in trying to pinpoint this. Weeanot thinking ahead in any sensible

shape or form at the moment. We are certainlydwhg it in a comprehensive
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fashion and some of the things that we had prontisadwe would have for the La
Collette area, which was going to be marine leidacdities -- at one stage there was
going to be a spine(?) hill in order to screenitttistrial and commercial areas from
the leisure marine areas that were going to takeepbn the Havre des Pas side of La
Collette. If, indeed, the fuel farm was still tagthen members of the public will not
be able to come down to do any leisure pursuitauee if you cannot bring your
green waste for shredding because there are tog ofayou, then quite clearly you
are not going to be able to go down there to ppdte in yachting or what other
services that were being thought about to turnattea into a recreation area. So, |
think it is absolutely right. It is a huge probleand things are going to have to be
sorted out. But, with all these things, we aresgng into financially difficult times.
We do have a black hole. We have had to thinkedues into different tax structures
to try and fill that black hole. We have cut bamk our capital spending. There are
calls by the public to cut back even further imtsrof the revenue spends that are
going on to run departments. We quite clearly camio everything if we are going
to keep the taxation systems the same. But atahee time we must have an idea of
whether or not large expenditures are going to havege thought about and worked
into the future and, certainly, a new harbour isn@pespoken about seriously.
Relocating fuel farms is being spoken about selyoutNew road infrastructure to
service, and energy from waste plants or whateamology is chosen. We must be
clear about this. We have not determined that kgegaing to have an incinerator
replacement as yet. That debate is still to td&eepin July. So, all these things are
starting to add up and the noughts at the endeofigfures are just building and it is a
real worry. But coming back to the original poihthink there is no substitute for
long-term planning. | called for it a number of mtios ago in one of the States
propositions but, unfortunately, my colleaguesmiti agree that it was a sensible way
forward, to come out with a master plan for theaarehave since heard that work has
been undertaken behind the scenes to provide amesteof this work. But at the
back of my mind | am wondering whether or not dlttee i's are going to be dotted
and all of the t's crossed and whether or not &lthe issues are being looked at
collectively, in an integrated fashion. They mdstor we are going to find ourselves
committed to extra spending having implemented expensive schemes that do not

fit the picture or fit the bill. Any comments frothe rest of the panel?
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The Connétable of St. Helier:

| agree with the questioner, with Mr Le Brocq, fhure of La Collette is essential. It
has not been agreed. The policy on importatiomioerals never went to the States
and that has been something we have not discugsedyp, the future of La Collette
is tied up with the future of Roné(?) and whetheraxe going to continue to excavate
the north of the Island and deal with the impootatof minerals in a more joined-up
way. So, | think it is vital. We have already Iba new bus depot at La Collette.
That was before the Buncefield explosion. | thinkwould behove the States not to
make any further major investment in La Collettd¢iliuthe States has had the benefit
of a debate about La Collette’s future. That magll wwe done as part of the new
Island Plan that is currently in development bwduld hope that the Council of
Ministers will not continue to make these long-tesommitments to a certain type of
development in La Collette when it may well be, wh@u consider the opportunity
costs, everything you build at La Collette, for exde, a bus depot, is a development
that could have been used for something which mingive brought in a lot more
income for the Island. | also concur with Mr. LeoBg when he talks about the
aesthetic impact of the proposed incinerator agtiteway to St. Helier. It does seem
to me very short sighted when we are still tryingdevelop our tourist industry that
we are not a little bit more sensitive to the neeflsnaritime tourism, maritime
leisure. | know that the marine traders would venych like to get their hands on
more land and for them, of course, it has to be tileasea. A bus depot does not
have to be near the sea. So, | must ask whethekitid of use of La Collette is in

the long term interests of the Island.

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

Good evening. | think that Mr. Le Brocq has hi¢ thail on the head, really, and as
Deputy Duhamel said, when he bought the notion dbrey-term strategy to the
States, he did not receive the support he requiredid receive some support. | was
one of the people that supported him and suppdhediiew that we should have a
long-term strategy. | think the comment aboutdksthetic impact is very important
and | am asking questions tomorrow. | will passuad this little piece of paper
where | have done my little etch-a-sketch attemplese are the pictures that were
presented on the day that the application for tlEmrpng was presented to the

Environment Minister. This is the scale of thelthnig that has been approved in
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principle, and this little tiny black mark down thettom there represents a garbage
truck. Now, if you are all familiar with the sizd# the La Collette chimney - and |
will ask the man with the microphone to pass iuachbso you can have an idea of the
scale - you will start to understand about the siz¢his building and, contrary to
what people think, it making a difference to théegaay of the Island, it is an absolute
nonsense. It is not going to make a differenddeéogateway of the Island. It is going
to make a difference to the southern coast ofstendl. If you stand on the southern
coast of Jersey in the next 50 years, your impoassf Jersey and the skyline and the
Island that you live on is going to be for evermiped. It is not going to affect what
you think of the harbour, it is going to affect wiyau think of St. Clement and it is
going to make you think about what you think ab®utOuen and other areas of the
Island that are all along the south coast thatwitiuisee this huge building next to the
chimney. So, we could argue all night long abobether or not we are doing the
right thing and whether or not we are doing thengrthing. If we lose the argument
and if we sit back and allow them to do this, whiah believe is the wrong solution,
we are going to seriously affect how our Islanckk®r the next 50 or more years. |
will pass this around, if I might, and just ask ytouconsider. These are not out of
sync. These are an exact replication -- not thevishgs but an exact replication of the
sizes that were presented to the Minister that weker circulated, never circulated
to the public. Can you imagine if you wanted tovédhaan extension to your
greenhouse and you had not made those plans de&ildthese diagrams were never
circulated to the public. No public consultatiorem into these pictures. When |
asked why it was that they thought it was not ingoarto do proper consultation in
relation to the impact, they said -- the Transpod Technical Services people said:
“We did think it was important. We held a meetiimgthe Ommaroo Hotel. The
entire Sunday of so-and-so week, in such-and-suatthmand on 2 separate evenings
in the district. We were there for an entire Syndad we were there for 2 entire
evenings as well.” Showing the people the wronggdims. Showing people
diagrams that did not represent what they haverimciple, planning permission for

which were presented the day they presented tHeapan.

Deputy C.J. Scott Warren of St. Saviour:
Good evening, ladies and gentlemen. | think thegtihat a lot of people do not

realise -- and it has been said tonight, this i@la huge, a vast energy-from-waste
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plant. As has been touched upon, the decisiorgbas and been taken by Planning
on the energy-from-waste plant before the finaligien has been made by States
Members as to what type of energy-from-waste plemtshould have. Similarly, a
decision was taken by States Members that La @®lieas the right place for this
energy-from-waste plant whereas, obviously, we haview exceptions but most
States Members are not scientists and for thene tgiven the facts and to make that
decision in -- the decision was made without aofathought and consultation, in my
opinion. As | say, it is something that | feel Wwave to look at the whole of La
Collette situation, what is going to be best foattlrea. We certainly do need a
cohesive, joined-up approach from the States amrdegvhat is best at La Collette.
The other thing that ties in with the size of thisposed plant -- in my opinion, as has
been said by the lady near the front, it will not@urage recycling. The 32 per cent
that was in the original document we saw which,iobsly, has been exceeded in
trials. If we have a large incinerator, who isrgpto push, who is going to encourage
people in Jersey to recycle? | think there areymssues here and we are progressing
them as an Environment Panel within the spacelfioosly -- what do we have? A

few months before this decision is taken. Thank yo

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Any further comments? Yes?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
If anybody is wondering about the accuracy of thdiagrams, | can assure you these
are 100 per cent accurate to what was presentettheolay that the in principle

planning permission was given.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
| have the original drawings if somebody wants them

Mr. K. Le Maistre:
Chairman, | have only questions and no answerg.6Bears ago the incinerator was
on its last legs. | still keep reading about iigeon its last legs, a serious situation. |

have not heard any comment on that this eveningllaiso far. So, that is one
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guestion | could raise? And these other ones, gputy Le Claire, the height of the

proposed chimney that | have just seen as compétedhe present J.E.C. chimney.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
No, that is the present J.E.C. (Jersey ElectriCiynpany) chimney.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Yes.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
In the diagram, this is the J.E.C. chimney and wheas circulating was a picture to
show you the 40-metre building in relation to thentney. That is the La Collette

chimney that we are all familiar with. Yes.

Mr. K. Le Maistre:
| thought it was a new chimney.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
No, that is the existing chimney and that is theppised building.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

We will have to get into a few technicalities bell me -- well, 1 will see if the eyes
are glazing over. The incinerator that we havh@atmoment is not just one piece of
kit. It is 3 separate incinerators on the same siftwo of those existing streams, as
we call them, are fairly old and decrepit but tteag pretty good workhorses. 1t is
like an old car and the main thing about old maethyris that it does not necessarily
have to become in a state where it does not woslouf spend enough money on
maintaining it. These things, if they are builtisactorily, can last longer than their
design life. So, 2 streams are fairly old. Thiedtlstream was built relatively more
recently and has a number of years, in the ord@mother 8 years, left in its design
cycle to run. If you look at the capacity of tHerd stream, the newer one, that
capacity alone, operating within the maintenantedule timings that the department
are running, could quite easily accommodate burbB@00 tonnes a year. Now, we

have to be very careful here because, at the morientsland is producing 72,000
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tonnes to be burned. But if you go and look atrttagerials that are being put through
the incinerator, some of those materials weightaafa do not add anything to the
burn quality because they are not necessarily hdiuetherwise are detrimental in
terms of what they add to the emissions or what #u#l in terms of toxic loading to
the ash. So, we have been burning for a long vtk | have to take my hat off to
the department at the moment because the prabigsessince been worked upon and
the department is starting to desist from the mgrof things like waste electrical
goods like computers and T.V. (television) setsetdlcans, which you would expect
to be taken out of the waste stream because naataldo not burn particularly well.
Food waste, which does not burn particularly weltdwuse it is generally wet, so that
means that a lot of the heat energy has to goytoffithe water first of all in order to
have some resemblance of a burn from the char nsnaice the water has been
driven off. If you look, also, at the practicesiahare run by the department, half of
the waste is delivered to a bunker and that ishthesehold waste that is collected by
the parishes. So, that is, in essence your blagk br your dustbins or whatever and
they go into the bunker and if it rains they do betome any wetter. The other
material is termed “commercial waste” or “bulky wels So that is things like pieces
of furniture, mattresses, plasterboard, plasticdlmaard, T.V. sets and a whole stack
of other things. They are deemed to be commewaaste and they are delivered by
an alternative route, by commercial operators,h® Bellozanne site and they are
shredded. So, there is a piece of machinery tlitei®just a grab and it crushes the
commercial -- T.V. sets and stuff and it just kifdbreaks it all up and puts it into a
crushed, bulky heap. That heap is outside, so ewerit rains the material becomes
wet and, as you know, wet material weighs more thigmmaterial and water is quite
heavy. When we come to measure the materias ail done on a weight basis. We
have been arguing for along time for proper figuaes assessments to be done in
order to determine exactly what is being burnedabse T.V. sets, as you know, and
electrical goods do not burn particularly well. r&y do burn pretty well because they
are oil based but they generally cause a wholek sthqroblems in terms of the
emissions and the oils and the other things that raot necessarily burned off
completely. There are other processes that coaldpplied to all of these materials
individually to take them out of the waste streand @o only burn whatever is
absolutely necessary. This really has been then rttaust of the Environment

Scrutiny Panel’'s stance in that we are not, necdgsanti-incineration by burning
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methods or any other methods but what we are sayitigt the Island should, first of
all, see to what extent it can reduce the probfest,of all by recycling, by reducing,
by not committing items to the waste stream. Tlemte we have done everything
that is possible in that respect, and we are aVagshort of what is possible by best
practice compared to other jurisdictions, then antly then should we be asking
ourselves the question: “What do we do with whalefs?” At the moment, if we
follow down the waste management strategy that beisg suggested by the
department, we will only be taking out, as | saatlier, 30-odd per cent of the
materials from the waste stream and committingother 70 per cent to incineration.
Guernsey, our sister Island, took a decision iir tB&ates very recently and they said,
like other jurisdictions, and the U.K. is one oéh, that they would like to move to
50 per cent recycling by next year or the yearraf@ur argument is quite simple. If
Guernsey can do it, why cannot Jersey? And thatoging from only 32 to 50 per
cent. If you look at other places, and other @acave been more successful than
Jersey is hoping to be, we could possibly achiewehn much higher rates of
recycling and then that means, consequentially,sthe of the equipment that you
need to deal with the materials that are left, Weett be by incineration or other
methods, can be massively reduced. At the morhentiépartment do not agree with
that and they are suggesting that we should, idstea going for, as | said earlier,
126,000 tonne capacity. You have to ask yoursély,wf we are only producing
72,0007 If you go back over the last 3 or 4 yearspmmon with the U.K. and other
jurisdictions, as the general population recyclesenthe amount of materials being
left to incinerate should be coming down. Thogeifes were coming down but there
have been glitches in terms of the reporting ofrtfaerials within the waste stream.
Glass is still being put into the waste stream Wwhg absolutely ridiculous because
glass does not burn particularly well at the terapges our incinerator works at and
it just takes energy out of the system. It hegis it passes through relatively
unchanged and it takes energy out of the systetmbiald otherwise be going to do
some useful work elsewhere. So, the key issuetishat the Scrutiny Panel does not
think that incineration might be useful to deallwéin element of the waste that is left.
What we are saying is that it is a scale probléie think 126,000 tonne capacity is
far too large. It will not provide any incentives us to reduce the 72,000 tonnes that
we are delivering to Bellozanne at the moment tdieed and we already know --

and we have had people from the French organis&id®W\, and other recycling
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companies who are operating in the U.K. to askesti.K. in developing its recycling
policies, come over to the Island, look at the d¢omas at Bellozanne and they are
aghast, basically, because we are burning thingiswke do not really need to burn.
So, the key issue is not how much can we burn bwtmuch can we recycle first, in
order to reduce the requirement for any furtheattreent. The irony is that a lot of
these things, if you play your cards right, are ttwanoney. As | mentioned earlier,
there is plant available which, instead of haviagyé subsidies of States money or
taxpayers’ money to be put into the system to kegping, would make money. As |
said earlier, these people will be coming over iarth. There is equipment on the
market which would take the 6,500 tonnes of plastet we produce, re-crack the
plastic and produce 6,500 million litres of syntbetiesel which could be used for
running our cars and displacing the petrol impdint we have at the moment. |
checked the price of diesel the other day and Hies@8p a litre. So, that is £6.5
million potential that could be coming in as a Imesis, just on the plastic, by buying
the right plant. We are not saying that is neadgshe plant that we would punt for
because it is not our decision per se. It willthe States decision but what we are
saying is that the department and the States Mesvdoadt the Island really need to
open their eyes to the alternative possibilities #ire available to deal with our waste
in an environmentally sustainable fashion. Theakithe moment will last for, maybe,
another 8 years. If you do not feed it with as mowaterial that causes the stress and
the problems -- so, if you do not feed it the Tséts you are not going to have the
metals in the ash to render the ash toxic and wadspguite a sizeable sum of money
at the moment taking that toxic ash, once we hagd to burn our electrical goods, to
lined pits down at La Collette. So, you have adkaon effect. There is extra money
spent on doing things that if you took those materout of the waste stream first of
all, you would not have to spend those monies #fesre So, we are just saying:
“Look at it sensibly. Look at it dispassionatelo not make up your mind too soon
and see, to what extent, you can minimize your lerab up front, first, before you
commit to any burning route or any other route.”n @e scale of alternative
technology, it is also worth mentioning that sonfigh® alternative technologies --
you have seen in the pictures the 40 metre buildvhgch is mainly to house gas
cleaning equipment. If we go for other alternagivihe height of the plant need be no
more than one-fifth of the size. That is, 7 meteds Seven metres tall on a smaller

footprint would mean that a plant of a differenpeyand capacity and technology

18



would quite easily fit down at La Collette and ywould not see it because it would
be lower than the existing spine hill. By going tbis particular type of plant at the
capacity that is being suggested, we are movirggdimection of committing ourselves
to going for a bigger envelope than we need, oiggeb site than we need and, in my
view, encouraging the Island not recycle as muchitasould do which would
minimise the effect of those burns. The chimnegstloe alternative technology
plants, again, they are of the order of 7 metregspg®sed to the 100-metre chimney
that is being proposed, which is a recycled La@&w@lchimney. So, it is scale, and as
| said in some of my earlier preface remarks, if were dealing with all of the
Channel Island’s waste and some of France’s, flagrenough, a plant of the order of
250,000 tonnes or 300,000 tonnes is fine. Thatimigell be the best solution. But
from our perspective at the moment, there appedos better, cheaper options on the
market and we are hoping that the public will béedb see some of these things

before we get to the debate.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Can | just add one little point to what the Chaimieas said? In the old days, when
we developed our U.V. (ultra violet) treatment tie sewage works at Bellozanne,
Jersey was ahead of the game. We were in the aeshgi developing technology

and people, | believe, used to come over and lbakiasewage treatment works and
Surf Against Sewage famously surfed in the outfalkm afraid that if we pursue our
path towards an incinerator, we will be investingoid technology. Councils across
Europe are buying up incinerators and we are fretfpieriticised in the States for

delaying the decision which has forced up the poican incinerator. It is probably

true now. It is more expensive to buy an incinmrdtecause demand is now very
high for them. But my view is that Jersey shodilll want to be in the vanguard. We

have this eco-active initiative of the Planning Mtar. We should really be keen on
being seen as a green island. That is, in theuamgthat is looking at developing

technologies as long as it can be shown to be wgrkbmewhere. | would much

rather choose a piece of treatment for the wasteishleft, choose a technology that
has people coming to Jersey to see what the Isibdersey is doing to treat its waste.

Because | can assure you no one is going to codersey to see an incinerator.

Mr. B. Juenne:
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Just a couple of questions if | may, Sir? My namBasil Jeunne, for those of you
who do not know me. Basically, one of the thingsdgust now was that all the
televisions sets are broken up and destroyed andhghbe incinerator. Are you not
aware that for the last 12 months or so we have begycled all of the televisions at
Bellozanne and shipping them out of the Island.eyThlso ship out all of the iron
works, the electrical works, all the computers talen to the prison whenever they
need to be stripped down and sorted. So, | thlmkshould be pretty accurate about
saying that because that does not happen.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
| think he did say that.

Mr. B. Juenne:

Because the unfortunate thing at the moment ig, asderstand it, the recycling
company that does take the televisions on the @ar@hhas gone bust. Computers
going to the prisons to be recycled, | think theg probably pay them slightly less
than the minimum wage and | think in Jersey thigris of the big problems you will
have, is trying to generate cash from waste ordlewy. | think, if government is
going to save immense amounts of money on havinga@anerator of a smaller size
then it will have to dip into its pockets to payabsidy or incentive or anything to
people to allow that to happen. Because | do eettbat we can get waste off this
Island, or recyclable goods off this Island at afipr At the moment, one of the
easiest plastics there are around in the Islaadnsultural film which everyone loves
to bits but it is picked up, collected and shipped of the Island at agriculture’s -- at
the farmers’ cost, they get billed. They have &y pomething like in the region of
£200 a tonne to ship it off out of the Island. Tawhat they do now with the
polythene. | would assume that some pretty adtug@nessmen that are possibly
running the type of industry today, if they kneweylcould turn it into fuel they would
be on that trick already. Now, unless that isswtable plastic, and | think you have
to be clear here there are a lot of unsuitabletiplaghat are around, | think that we
could do with looking a little further into thoseeas, really, as to whether we can
make money or not. | am not saying otherwise. Stabie of St. Helier has probably
got the biggest amount of cardboard circulatinguadohis parish. | wonder if he

could tell me how many tonnes of cardboard he stpsn to reclamation at this
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moment in time for recycle because that must beyaigsue in St. Helier, to have
cardboard collections from all major multiples atbps. Another point is, within the
States themselves they operate a high pressurewhach cuts up all its tyres and
puts them through the incinerator. As governmewntpuld have thought that would
have made an instant impact by banning that agiainthe incinerator and shipping it
out on a boat. After all, they do that with oldagz metals and cars. So, there is
another simple solution to the tonnage that is gdad in there. The only reason you
end up with a lot of bottles in the incinerator,nty opinion as a refuse collector, is
St. Helier has a glass collection when you taki® i certain area. They probably
have less bottles going into La Collette now thawy ather parish per head of
population because most people put it in the riibbecause, believe you me | spend
a fair bit of time out at Bellozane with a dustcant so you can tell how many bottles
are coming out of the back of somebody’s lorry #melone that rattles quite a bit is
St. Helier. So, there are a lot of areas thatgtinan be improved. 1 think the
Constable of St. Helier has looked to reduce h& &y having several collection
points of bottles and directly put it straight bakhe dustcart. It is simple; there are
a lot of other areas within government that carresikland | know | was 10 minutes
late, but so far the Scrutiny Panel seem to bagethe a lot of negative things about
this and has not told me a lot of positive onesualize alternative that they have seen
and looked at or where we are going to go wittiredt. That is the bit that we really

need to be hearing a lot about. Thank you.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Chairman, can | come back first of all becauseva dpecific things about St. Helier
have been mentioned. First of all, glass. Stiddélas moved to eurobin collection
of glass rather than domestic. The actual reasas not to save money. It was
because our guys were lifting very heavy hand-binglass and with our mechanised
collection our staff now collect everything withrebins which are lifted up by the
vehicle. So, there was a health and safety refmanoving to glass collection from
eurobins. We have also introduced commercial ctitles so that all companies who
create a large amount of glass, like clubs and pulosso on, they have to pay the
parish for their glass collection and again thatlesie in a mechanised way so our
guys do not have to lift heavy bins into the ba¢kadorry. | am aware that the

private sector still operates a hand-bin glassecotin which is preferred by some
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restaurants and pubs. But we are trying to be etithge and to bring our prices to a
level where we can attract more commercial gldsan aware that there still is glass
in refuse, but | would suggest that a lot of thames into the eurobins which is still
around the parish and | have made no secret ofaittethat | think eurobins are
unsightly. They encourage vermin and of coursey teecourage indiscriminate
dumping of waste. Nobody recycles or separates Weeste when they pile it into a
euro-bin. 1 think a lot of the glass that is befognd in general refuse is coming out
of euro-bins, not coming out of householders owrs liiecause certainly the reports |
have had back from T.T.S. (Transport and TechrgaVices) do not bear that out.
Most St. Helier householders are as responsiblatabeir glass as | would hope the
parishioners of St. Mary are. Cardboard is beaukled in partnership with T.T.S.
T.T.S. pay a subsidy to reclaim it for the cardbloand my staff are looking at ways
of getting more cardboard out of the euro-bins Whic mainly where it goes and
getting it down to reclaim it. Whether the Statel be able to cope with the subsidy
is another question. If we gave all our cardba@ardeclamation, we would very
quickly use up the subsidy. Finally, tyres are timgred and | fully agree. | think the
sooner we take tyres out of the stream, the batidrl suggest that it is one of the
recommendations we will be coming up with. Thet&taought not to be burning
tyres because the more plastic -- and the Chaiditheay we have seen the T.V. and
the computer facilities. We accept that the Statesno longer burning T.V.s and
computers, but there is still a lot of plastic gpihrough the incinerator and we feel
that all the plastic that it is possible to pult,ashould be pulled out because it would

be far less nasty as coming up the incinerator.

Mr. B. Juenne:
There are glass vehicles available that will lifieelie bins on a one to one basis, not

necessarily commercial ones. We use them.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| think one of the things that we could do is wellddfocus on some of the areas that
we have seen as a panel and some of the ideasvéhdtave got, although we
obviously do not want to show everything we have glbat once because we have
got to be doing that during our display at the ehall of these meetings. We are

trying to get the feelings from the parishes duringse meetings as to what people
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think. But to give you some ideas as to the sofrthings we are looking at, and it
may not answer all of the questions, but | willtjteke a couple of minutes just to tell
you about one of them. It may or may not be apmatg for Jersey to introduce a
sorting system to sort through the black bag wdsteaccording to the investigations
that we have conducted so far, there has been algssof what is in the black bag
and the analysis of the various make ups of theenvaas been done in the crush
bulky waste stream. So, there has not really lzeem depth analysis of the black
bag waste and the waste arisings there. This &t wie have been told by the
department. But also what we have been told bycomsultants is can you ever
really judge what is going to be in a black baguty case. You know, you can never
really tell from one minute to the next what isrgpio be a black bag. But what we
could do, as one of the suggestions, is we coulcbdoce a system similar to
something that they have got in Cardiff which imedular sorting system. What they
do there is they have a collection system thatre¢gs and encourages recycling and
with certain types of product that arise in thenfrof this building, they quickly go
through a process of conveyor belts and sortingoste and machinery and within
about 40 minutes of it arriving in the front ofghbuilding, it is sorted and separated
by people, some of which have got low skills, bué¢ a@ainfully employed in
meaningful work and they are all unionised. Thayeéhgot more workers now. They
thought they would lose some and they ended upmite. At the end of it, they end
up with these cubes of the various waste stackeédsarted and they all represent
cubes of money. For example - | got this one wrtagj time - | will get the
Chairman to tell us the exact figure - but tin cansubes, you know. | mean, they
come in and it is just on the floor in rubbish dhdn it goes up this conveyor belt and
40 minutes later it is a cube of tin cans, like Hhent Brothers do. That was worth
something, they told us, like £1,400 per tonnehait tand you have got a process
where a very modular system in a small buildingaging through the refuse, giving
people jobs that need jobs that otherwise could betgainfully employed and
deriving a value for that material at the end of Tthey were employing, | think, on
that process about 8 to 12 people to do that aeyliere handling 300,000 people’s
waste in Cardiff at that plant. We have been ® thés and we have looked at this
stuff and it is really a great shame and a gragttpat we cannot all go and look at it,
especially the politicians. Because once you se&th your own eyes, your view of

the world changes completely and it is that typenegstigation that we have been
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doing that we hope to encourage to come to Jersgyat on displays for you all so
that you can see with your own eyes what we hage aad that kind of technology, |
think, needs to be incorporated into it. It maydtethe end of the day there is a
certain type of burn technology that is requirddaybe it is gasification; maybe it is
incineration. But the very first thing we have gotdo is to break down as much as
possible at the front end and recycle as much ssilgle before we are left with what
we are left with and that is where we have bedmgpfor years in Jersey. So, that is
a positive side. We have been away; we are irgaastg the opportunities; we are
looking at the companies. They want to come; peownt to come and do public
and private partnerships with us. It does not semely have to be £140 million of
States taxpayers’ money to solve this situation.coluld be something like £30
million and it does not have to be 30 per centeafyclable materials. It could be 50,
60 per cent. It is just a question of how we caonei politicians and the public that

these alternatives are out there.

Mr. K. Le Maistre:
Surely the £30 million was the Hayden Taylor gasifion plant. He was prepared to
build it for £30 million. What ever happened ton?i

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

No, | was not referring to any particular persot@shnology. | was talking about a
process. When | said gasification, | was not rafgrto his process. | am not
referring to Mr. Hayden Taylor’s process. | am referring to Mr. Hayden Taylor. |
was referring and what | was speaking about wasQaeliff materials recycling
facility which handles 300,000 people’s waste atady basis and | was saying that
that could make up a part of the solution. Anotpart of the solution could be a
small incinerator or a small gasification plantrecycling or something like that. |
was trying to introduce the fact that we do notchgist one tool in our toolbox.

Mr. B. Juenne:
Obviously you went to Cardiff and you had a look tae machinery and the
equipment and the processes and the people angtlemgr Did you come across

any figures for what sort of profits they were nrakirom that at all?
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Yes, we did. The plant is extremely cost effectarel for the investment that has

been made, it has paid for itself inside 4 years.

Mr. B. Juenne:

How does that equate to putting the transport dosts here to the selling --

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
It is extremely cost effective and there are a nemdd companies from the U.K. and
indeed France who would dearly love to be givendhportunity to do something

similar in Jersey.

Mr. B. Juenne:

Is there anything stopping them from doing it?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

At the moment, probably no, other than there is thicertainty as to whether or not
the States are ultimately responsible for dealirith whatever waste the Island
produces or indeed whether or not that responsilidia little bit closer to ourselves.

| mean, one of the interesting things we have msejeis that in the absence of laws
which specifically state that any containers or teranaterials, cardboard packaging
or whatever, that a person has bought, having ddhgim they are then owned by the
States and the States must use taxpayers monagposd of them and we do not
have that law in Jersey. | think it is up to angpdo be in a position to be dealing
with them. So, it is quite interesting because gheshes themselves could be in a
similar business. The parishes do the biddindhefgarishioners through the Parish
Assembly. Parishioners buy their materials. Ttedlythe Constable to use some of
the rates to pay for a collection service eithemelan-house through parish
contractors or outside as in the case with youessdf then those materials, once they
have been collected and the collection has beehfpaby the parish, they then go to
Bellozane to be disposed of with taxpayers monBuyt there is nothing in the law
that says that that has to be the case. So theesting argument is that should the
parishioners and a parish assembly decide than@asollected your metal cans or

whatever - your aluminium cans - and you are ggtiaround about £1,000 per tonne
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at the moment; all your plastics - and you areiggtaround about £400 a tonne top
end once they are sorted; all your textiles - dray tare coming in at silly prices as
well, £400, £500 a tonne for textiles - old clothgsould the parishioners themselves
decide that those materials, once you have paid their collection, should
preferentially be sent to a recycler for exporfarsome other treatment, it is entirely
within your rights and powers to instruct your Cade to do that with your

materials; right?

Mr. B. Juenne:

Yes. What you are saying is there is no ownersgh to the refuse of the States --

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

There is no ownership right. That is right, yes.

Mr. B. Juenne:
Because that is a debate that is going on in péartise mainland at the moment; it is

who owns the rubbish.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

On the mainland it is different. Where in Jerseye wanted to get community

schemes for recycling, and there are a lot of asgdions that would dearly love to

get involved, we could through a parish assembdy ijostruct the Constable, go and
collect it, use our rates to pay for the collectibat instead of sending it to be burnt,
can you send it to Mr. A. Recycler who in the maight even pay you, right, for the

intrinsic value of some of the materials. Now,ydu are collecting -- and this

probably has not escaped a lot of people who tabiut it, the collection containers
that are put in parish halls or around the Islaordtlie collection of aluminium cans,

you know, this is not some kind of selfless gesturebehalf of the company who is
recycling them. It makes them a £1,000 a tonfhgou put your own aluminium cans

out at your own parish hall or you said to all yparishioners: “Right, we are going
to collect aluminium. Get your school kids to ecll it at schools, bring it back

home” or whatever, but do it through the parishy yheoretically could be in a

position to sell that material just as the recycldo at the moment to any further

distributors and it is worth money.
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Mr. B. Juenne:
Are you at liberty to disclose whether Atlas(?)amy other recyclers, apart from
wreckers, get an incentive from the States in vaéwhe price of aluminium and the

steels as they presently stand?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Ask me afterwards. | do not think | should telluythat openly. Subsidies are paid
across the board and it is an element of the sirptiocess at the moment that we are

looking at whether or not those subsidies arefjadti

Mr. B. Juenne:
| just wondered if they were paying for the trangpmut of the yard or where they

were taking (8:13:39 several inaudible words) wiveeeare in the future or --

Deputy R. Duhamel:

Transportation is another interesting thing. | mefayou look at the statistics and we
have a company called Oxera, who are States canssiitiook at shipping into the
Island and indeed it is published as part of Hazenomics Digest every year. The
Island imports around about 450,000 tonnes or #ienats of goods into the Island
every year, in ships. The Island exports arounduglb0, 60, 70,000 maximum
tonnes. So, there is obviously you are gettingfamna 400,000 tonne surplus in
capacity for the incoming ships compared to thegoing ships. So we have had
discussions through the Scrutiny Panel with themhg companies and as far as the
shipping companies are concerned, empty space @mretfurn journeys is worth
nothing, right, but to the Island, if the IslandsWwito export recyclable materials, then
there is a ready market and a deal that can be idooreler to broker a cheap rate on
the return journey because otherwise the compaltyp@imaking nothing. So, again
economically - if you look at the economics - itisst effective as a potential solution
to suggest that the Island could be in the busiokésgporting recyclables at a cheap
cost, contrary to what the public think at the maméack to the U.K. or indeed to
France. It is economic as | said for the shippingpanies to offer a reduced rate
because you are filling up empty shipping spaae.fatt this is what is happening

with a lot of the trade to China at the moment wite U.K. and Europe. Europe is
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sending out large quantities of recyclable matgriabt to be burnt in incinerators, but
to be used as a resource so the plastics go bdmk te-cracked or to be turned into
other plastic products. Papers are stopping tliem €hopping down their own trees
in China. It is being used as a resource on tlo& bhthe slack capacity of the ships
that are coming from China with all the manufaactugeods. We can do exactly the
same thing in a limited fashion with the goods thi@ coming into the Island. It is
cost effective; it is economic; we have got theufes and people will be amazed
when they see the substantially reduced pricesythaican broker to send recyclable

goods for further processing back to the U.K. ordpe.

Mr. D. Allan:

| would like to ask you one or 2 questions and tsiseile on one or 2 other things.
The green waste site is probably sited in the wiglage on the Island, but whatever
we have done with it, we have never done it prgperitalked to the Chief Executive
of Agriculture way back in John Rothwell’s time atwdd him what not to do, which
he then proceeded to do and since then we seavéodarried on in the same way. If
we are going recycle green waste, the final conmpgdiit needs to be done in an
enclosed building. Wherever, you must decide wh@ilge other thing | would like to
take issue with you on is the business of the graitor. Yes, it has got 3 streams and
yes, one is relatively new and has life. But unfipately the plant on either end of it -
in other words, the reception facility and the gasubbing and all the handling of the
ash et cetera at the other side - is worn out sudldie to break down at any time and |
know for certain we have got refuse baled and duat La Collette waiting for
something to happen. We have got to do sometdgwge have got to stop shilly-
shallying and messing about. We have got to get lowill ask you all a question.
What is your goal for recycling? At one stage 8tates did not have a 32 per cent
issue which they have got now. | was part of augrthat helped get to the 32 per
cent we have got. | would like to ask you all wiyau see as the ultimate for
recycling, bearing in mind | think we can only camgs it, bale it and ship it off the
Island at a cost to the Island. So, we would rteeldave something to handle with
what | think might be 50 per cent or more or magbeper cent. We need a reliable
piece of equipment that works. Proven technologyHayden Taylor’s, Mr. Hayden
Taylor has run away; not Sierra, they have disaggeaWe have got lots of hair-

brained people. We need proven technology in yerdée have not got a landfill site
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up the road. We have got to do something that svarid all the time the costs of the

plants are going up while you people waste time.

Deputy R. C. Duhamel:

Yes, thank you for that. It is quite interestiogiote that the department themselves -
this is Transport and Technical Services - havdigigbd at various public meetings
that they consider that theoretically 85 per cénhe household bin, right - and that is
40,000-0dd tonnes that is collected by the parishesecyclable. All right. That is
their figures. They are in line with what the U&te publishing in that regard. But
they do stress quite strongly that that is theyedhe practice is something else and
we probably agree with that. But where we partgany is that where there is a will,
there is a way and we think that aiming for sudigh figure is certainly something
that the Island should be doing, bearing in mirat thuernsey have set their sights at
50 per cent by next year or the year after and @otvio ramp it up even higher,
thereafter that. The U.K. government publishe@@ort in May last year - towards
the end of June, July last year - where they daad they wanted to disconnect or
decouple the production of waste with the econoipw, one of the arguments that
is coming forward is that the Jersey population @ohtinue to be as profligate and as
wasteful into the future as it is now and come whaly, it does not matter what the
rest of the world are doing in terms of greeningitlenvironmental credentials, we
are going to resolutely stand apart from the régh@world and we are going to grow
our waste arisings and we are going to waste as msieve can. Now, we think that
is fundamentally wrong. We have challenged itnevjpous reports and we are saying
that we think that a substantially higher rate ttg&h per cent is possible. It is
certainly desirable. It is being achieved by otbeuntries around the world. We
have not set out what the figure is, but keep theg& cent of household waste in
mind. The other 50-odd per cent of the materilst tare being dealt with are
commercial wastes. Now, in the U.K., unlike insést, commercial wastes are paid
for their disposal. Now, we do not charge and wdgydo not charge, | do not know,
and it is certainly the departmental view that ié wlid charge then you would
probably have a substantial driver for behaviouange in terms of the people who
are delivering this commercial waste to Bellozaménave it disposed of, using our
taxpayers’ money. We had the some French peometbe other day and we took

them around to the Bellozane site and we had &daak at the commercial bulky
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waste - the ones with all the bits and pieces 6uit jast shredded outside - and the
guy turned around and he said: “Well, | would cooner tomorrow and | would pay
you for these materials because | can recycle th&éhey are worth money to me.”
This is the central tenet of the philosophy thatase trying to challenge. Now, we
think that a sizable amount of the commercial bulkgste can be taken out of the
existing heap. A lot of those materials, whenriechines are being maintained and
the maintenance tends to occur around about Classtime and has done for years
because there is normally a peak after Christmds/an want to make sure that when
your workforce go back after the Christmas holidagt the machines are kind of in
tiptop form and ready to go forward to deal witk g#mall bulk with all the Christmas
wrapping papers and things that we spend hourdauads, only to rip off and throw
in the bin to be burnt or disposed of. So, the@se of taking some of those crushed
bulky materials and baling them and taking them mlde La Collette for further
treatment was on the back of the maintenance thdt tb take place over the
Christmas period. Now, already - and we had apecson of the site and a number
of members of the panel went around to see theBalle site a couple of weeks back
- and we were told that in-roads had already beademnto the materials that had
been stockpiled down at La Collette. In fact, yaill know if you are an engineer
and | suspect you might be, that if you have gairy® streams working tickety-boo,
then you can get through a huge proportion of naseproviding those 3 streams are
concurrently working. It is another issue to sayether or not they are always in the
state of being able to work together and indeedethee efficiency issues about the
generators and the turbine equipment being undatsind all the rest of it. But that
said, we think that if you spent a little bit mareney on the maintenance of the
equipment and certainly if you were a little bitmselective, and we have spoken to
the engineers running the plant, with the matetlads are being delivered to the plant
to be burnt, then perhaps a lot more could be gbbbthe existing plant and certainly
a number of materials that are burnt that causblgmts could be diverted to make
the running of the existing plant a little bit e&sor the running of any future plant,
substantially easier. | mean, it is quite clehiyau are going to go for incinerator
equipment, it is not the incineration that coste thoney. It is the gas cleaning
equipment on the back of it and you have got totsayourself: “Well, you know,
why are we creating a problem as a society.” Have got food waste and | have go

tyres and | have got T.V. sets and | have got thigt and the other, if | keep them
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separate they can be looked at separately andepedlppay good prices to deal with
those waste streams independently. If we choogaitohem all in a black bag and
give them to Public Services or Transport and TmahrServices to dispose of, that
causes the problem, right, because they then haveay, well, we have got a
generalised piece of kit at a plant which is natigieed to run on any one particular
element of fuel. It has got to take whatever i©wn at it and this is where the
expense comes in for gas cleaning equipment. ufhave to deal with plastics and
dioxin treatment and all the rest of it becausetéineperatures are too high or not high
enough, depending on how you are burning them, thanis where we are going to
spend the money and most of the plant that has ©iegyested at the moment the cost
will be on gas cleaning equipment. If we sepacatiethose materials and find neater
ways, simpler ways to deal with them before we rthem, we help solve the
problem. So, the public can play a very simplesrol minimising the cost of
whatever final solution the States go for just hgisting that we take a little bit more
care over not putting everything into one black bagne bin and trying to separate
out the materials or at least commit the recyclenaferials to a plant that can do the
mechanical separation at a later stage. So, yee &sked - and | have gone around
the house on that one - you asked what | thoughtidvbe a reasonable recycling
level. | would go for the 85 per cent mark, mysélfit that would be me and that
would leave us with 15 per cent and 15 per cemttéeburn or left to dispose of in a
different fashion would be entirely acceptable mskernative. But | cannot commit
and | cannot be encouraged to commit to stickingd2oper cent into the future,
knowing full well that other countries very close us are already doing better and
intend to do much, much better inside the 30 yedrshe running of whatever

proposed plant we are going to have.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Chairman, can | just quickly come in. | must sayséd to have the same position as
the questioner and when the waste strategy wamalligdebated in the States - and |
have already apologised to the Chairman for thiskened him to the dreamer in the
play, Julius Caesar, and Julius Caesar goes pashdn who says: “Beware the ides
of March. He is a dreamer. Let us move on.” @dirse the dreamer, ironically,
turned out to be right and Julius Caesar was dulydered. Deputy Duhamel for

many years has been saying the sort of things bayisg tonight in the States and |
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have been persuaded, not just by Deputy Duhamedbgoing off Island - that is the
crucial thing - and seeing what other authoritiesdoing both in France and the U.K.
to deal with their waste. The fact is, Jerseylieen left behind and | think to say that
we as a panel are wasting time, well, | do not agvegh that. | think the prospect of
the Island rushing into a decision - and people &y it is not rushing - but the
prospect of the Island making a decision that imiolve a huge amount of capital
expenditure where the Island has a history of ngpkimstakes when it comes to
capital programmes and effectively sterilising tiieire of La Collette by placing this
plant there, it can only ever be an industrial testwe build the incinerator of the
size that has been proposed on La Collette. ktbome more time to make sure we
get the decision right against the background bewotocal authorities are moving
ahead very quickly into new technology, ambitioesycling targets. | think that
would be a waste of money and a waste of an opptytéor Jersey. So, | do not
believe we are wasting time. | think we are spegdime this evening and in our
scrutiny review, in a very constructive way andink that, you know, let us hope
that the Island by the time that the States ddes dadecision on its waste policy, the

Island will be in the forefront of what is going onEurope and not be in the back.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| concur with your first comment that, you knowsviassel composting is the solution
and whether or not it is done at the end of theidayne large building or whether or
not it is done in a number of smaller facilitigdsat is a debate perhaps for itself. But
as far as wasting time and delaying, | came ohitganel in January. | have been in
politics since 1999 and when | joined the Publicvi®ées Committee in 1999 the first
thing they did was sit down and brief me about rieed to replace the incinerator.
We are not the ones that are bringing the proposit the States recommending the
technology. That decision is going to be brougittiie Transport and Technical
Services Minister. When he brings it in July f@bdte that will be him bringing the
debate. That is his timetable. That will be th&t& debate and the States will make
the decision. | was criticised in the States bpa®er Ozouf who later wrote me a
personal apology and he said he had to withdrawehnmarks because he said he could
not lay the blame for the delays on the currentepamMost of the current panel are
new and | think it is a question of looking at theailable technology as we have been

tasked to do. The kind of money that we are logkihhere in terms of expenditure,
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you know, in excess of £120, £150 million, whenisitall done and dusted and
whether or not we then have to levy environmerstags or increase G.S.T. to pay for
this kind of expenditure. Or are there, as wedwelithere is, a number of alternative
solutions to this problem that will be far cheapsrd far more environmentally
friendly. Now, | do not argue, personally, tha¢ tincinerator at Bellozane needs to
be shut down. | personally do not think that ilecation is what we should be doing.
| think we should put a stop to incineration, buwtd not think that we are going to
achieve anything in the long term by buying anotheg and waiting 50 years before
we address this issue. That would be wasting tibet.us not waste 50 years and buy
£130 million worth of gasification equipment witbrae technology on the front end
that burns everything. Let us look at the othéerahtives that are coming. Let us
look at the other people that could be involve@& plartnerships; the people that are
interested that have not come forward yet, becautiee last 6 months we have seen
technologies that have not been seen. We haveeogle that have not been spoken
with and they are ready and willing to come to dgrand be a part of the solution.
More than that, they are willing to come and pwirtimoney where their mouth is to
reduce the tax burden. We are not saying thawetigoing to be an element of waste.
What we are saying is let us not just throw itialthe fire. So, if you feel we are
wasting time, you are entitled to that view. Inthiwe are doing what we should be
doing. We are looking at it responsibly. | haweb on this panel since January last
year, okay. That is a year. | have been in tlageStsince 1999. They were talking
about replacing the incinerator on its last leggd989. | am not bringing this debate,
but I am certainly going to make sure that whetoihes | am going to be informed
about the alternatives and make the argumentfiésetand have done my damnedest
to make sure that the people out there that hagsetliechnologies and have the
capital and have the equipment and have the bagkgrand have the knowledge and
have the experience in these areas, are knowrrdeydeThey are in there right now
in their countries doing this work. They are uplaanning. They are there for all to
see and we are going to bring them to Jersey goptiidicians and the public can
make that decision. But is it not so simple asrywgument, Sir: “Just get on with it.

We are wasting time.” | am sorry | could not dissgwith you more.

Deputy C.J. Scott Warren:

33



| would like to say | am the newest member on taegh | have been on the panel a
matter of weeks, but | was a member of a formedip@ervices committee between

1999 and 2002. | do not believe either, with aikkdespect, that the panel is wasting
time. | do believe that the current incineratoeslmeed replacing. | believe it needs
replacing and | do not think we need to put thisaoid off and | do not believe we are
going to do that. As a States Assembly | belieeehave to make a decision, but | do
believe it is most important that we replace therent incinerator with what is the

most appropriate technology for Jersey. Much leenisaid - and it is getting late -
but on the question of recycling, | certainly beéethat we should be aiming 50 per
cent and upwards and if we can achieve 85 perreeytling in Jersey, then that is

the figure | would pump for. Thank you.

Female Speaker:

| have been a resident of the Bellozane area ®mptst 30 years. | should like to
make a couple of points. | was very happy, at,fdth the idea of the removal of the
incinerator to La Collette, but now | believe tlsatch a monstrosity should be hidden
in a valley. But also, is there a hidden agendahdf the incinerator is moved to La

Collette, it releases the Bellozane covenant, ngakiay for household or green tax.

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Can | deal with the covenant, as it has come ugt, f[Chairman? | am advised that
the covenant is not affected by putting the ina@t@rat La Collette and that is simply
because what the covenant provides for St. Heligulobish arising in St. Helier is
the free disposal of that rubbish by the Statedesbey. So, if there was not an
incinerator at Bellozane Valley, St. Helier couldntinue to supply its rubbish to
Bellozane and the States would have to disposeatflia Collette. So, the covenant
would still apply, even though the disposal fagilitad been moved, for St. Helier
residents. | mean, of course there is a wholefsissues around whether that is right
or not and whether St. Helier parishioners showadehthat facility. But the fact is
that the effect of the covenant at the moment iprevent St. Helier parishioners

being charged for rubbish, wherever the Stateslddoi dispose of it.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
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Could | ask the question in public, does that mibah other parishes would have to

probably start paying?

The Connétable of St. Helier:

Well, it would be very difficult for the States tbetermine, | think, where rubbish
came from. There would probably be a fairly eagywaround that because -- but the
matter has not been looked at. Whenever the covér@s come up and the prospect
of charging for waste disposal has arisen, the mawvehas stood there in the way of

charging for waste disposal, so the States hagatatecided to tackle that.

Female Speaker:
Does that mean that a green tax is unlikely?

The Connétable of St. Helier:
| think in respect of waste disposal it does, ye#,clearly there are other green taxes
that the States could look to introduce or | anegbey have considered whether the

covenant can be removed. But | certainly havebeenh approached.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

| think just one extra comment there. | think gréaxes are still being thought about,
but they will be dressed up in whatever colour oiblbo make them more acceptable
and | think the suggestion at the moment is thahaes there will be a tax to
encourage you to recycle to pay for recycling. Bbegs the question really that, you
know, if people were recycling first of all thenware not going to be in a position of
having to have such large expenditures on fingdatial equipment. So, no, if we go
for the right piece of kit in the first place, wieoalld not have environmental taxes. |
think if we go for the wrong piece of kit, then @mmnmental taxes to pay for some of

that in some shape or form are probably still andards.

Female Speaker:
Could I make a plea for elderly people without darSt. Helier who do not get their
bottles collected because bottles can get quitghtgeiand to have to carry them some

several hundred yards is too much for a lot of @ydeeople.
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The Connétable of St. Helier:

Yes, one of the things that has come out of thetiele - it came up during the
election - and | have pledged to bring in recyclawoss the parish. Clearly one of
the things about kerbside collection, it would nke sense to come to everybody’s
house and take away their kitchen waste and thieiedndry recyclables and not to
take their glass. So, | think the introductiongoéater recycling across the parish
could well lead to a return of the glass collection householders. | would not,
however, want to see that coming back for restasygubs and clubs. | think it is
right that they should pay the parish to take atheyr glass, but we could certainly

see a return of glass collection for parishionerpaxt of a recycling scheme.

Mr. B. Juenne:

The point the lady in front of me made before, whsut the charging for a green tax.
The fact is that we are all being charged now etdxes we pay anyway to get rid of
the rubbish, so it will only be an additional ta&lso, contrary to popular belief, |1 do
think that the incinerator in La Collette would thee wrong place to have it and |
think that if a bit more thought was put into iheh possibly it should stay at
Bellozane and be revamped and possibly the worlsshibjpt they are inevitably in
bad shape now anyway at Bellozane, would be molasikicto where all the States
vehicles are at La Collette which is a possibilitgut if the fuel farm has got to be
moved, then it is going to throw the biggest spamméhe whole works for everything
or the area designated. You are going to haveausiion about something that will
not happen if this 400-metre radius has got todieeged to, then it effectively is not
going to happen. Because as | understand it, thengcompost site is only a
reception area that is proposed to be moved tcoBafle because of that issue of

people and the danger zone there is around that i3 correct, is it not?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Yes, that is right.

Mr. B. Juenne:
Another reason, well, it is not the compostinglfts®t the making of the compost. It
is only the reception area that will be moved tdld&ane, which is basically moving

around a parish back to where it is. | do belitha there is not enough thought that
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goes on to what is going to happen in La Collditd, a lot of damage has already

been done to that site, definitely. Thank you.

Mr. D. Rutherham:

Some people appear to be saying that the altegsa@wve not proven technology.
Well, | have been doing quite a lot of reading upatternative plants over the last
year or so, since this debate has been cominghetpublic domain and the modular
plants are very proven technology. There were dewnumber of alternative
manufacturers with just little differences in theiesign to save stepping on each
other’s patents, but working on similar principléghey used a lot in America, a bit in
Europe and they are a well proven technology. QOklry Hayden Taylor made a bad
impression and | was talking to him, funnily enough the telephone the other week
and he says he has now sold his stuff in 81 otleerep. So, even he cannot be that
Mickey Mouse and he is not the only one doing tiears, sort, recycle and gasified
technology by any means. There are plenty of atbdapus international engineering
firms doing it and | am sure we can get at least @inthem to quote for doing Jersey

and probably a whole bunch of them.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Yes, well, that is certainly something that we wbhope for. Yes.

Ms E. Perchard:

| just want to ask, | heard Deputy Le Claire sagtthis information was not made
public. Can | ask what happened to the Buncefdgort that was not made public
and yet we heard on radio: “We waiting for the mpb But the report was on the
website a year ago. Why has that not been madichdrause when | read in the
national newspaper about the explosion, Bunceseald they would never, ever do
that again? Now, if you are going to put an incate@r where you are going to put it,
in the Buncefield Report it does not say anythibgua having to put an incinerator
there and yet we are proposing to put an incingratoether it is a big one or a small
one, right alongside the most dangerous chemides ¢ould literally finish this
Island. So, whatever you are saying, | cannot tgtdied that you have got all the
answers to the opposition of an incinerator. Wéaing on that the other side is so

set on an incinerator and to put it where theyndt® put it?
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Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

The Buncefield incident, where we saw in the Unikddgdom the impact of what
can happen in a fuel location, is still causingestigators in the United Kingdom to
continue to investigate the issues. There have besumber of subsequent fires in
other areas and it is true to say that the faeditit La Collette do hold an area that we
need to concern ourselves with. But what the Stdtas done is they have
commissioned, in tandem with tincefield Report, a hazard management of the
area and an analysis of the likely dangers andvtlgt is ongoing. Thd&uncefield
Report has been released and there is more work to be alwth theHazards Review
Report which was given to us as a panel recently by then3port and Technical
Services Minister has been promised to be rele@stied public by the Minister in the
States. He is up for questions tomorrow on therflaf the States, so perhaps it is a
timely reminder that we could maybe ask him to mevthe public with that
information and then the public can appraise thémseas to the issues. | do not
personally believe that there is a terrible grésit.r | do not believe that there is a
great risk. 1 think that there is an acknowledgetikat we are storing material there
that had we of known about Buncefield beforehandwealld have probably not
located so many facilities close to it. So theran issue about the activity around the
storage of these types of fuels et cetera and thene issue about where we put them
in the future. There is a dialogue beginning tous@bout whether or not we need to
relocate certain elements of fuel storage in JersHyat is why we need to look at
incineration and everything else. You know, yoakl@t a plant that is maybe going
to cost £60, £70, £80 million and then moving thel ffarm is going to cost another
£30 million. So, it is all a very, very complexsige. But one of the things that we
should not dismiss - and I think this is quite intpat and | believe the Transport and
Technical Services Minister has initiated a coradidh with the residents and Havre
de Pas now - is the fact that we need to as a gowart take a responsible step to
make sure that the people feel comfortable in ik&ick and are well briefed about
the issues and are well briefed about the emergplatys, and are well briefed about
the operations and design and functioning of amantsl that come there. | know
speaking with you before, Eve, you have said tatrdees not ever eliminate human
error and that is something that you cannot engineé But | think you, as with

other people that have expressed this concern vneH#e Pas, are putting their finger
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on the nub of the matter, is that we appear touiBng too many eggs in one area,
too many things that could potentially conflict wéach other and | personally cannot
understand how we can exclude, for example, reseewithin 300 metres or 400
metres and yet find it perfectly acceptable to gnmutt a building of States workers
and rent it to the private sector within that margil find a lot of the logic in that
just -- | think there are a lot of issues therd tieed to be thought of and this is where
it comes back to earlier with Mr. Le Brocq’s prewsopoints is that a long term plan
for La Collette is definitely needed. | spoke he fire service yesterday to the senior
officers and one of the senior officers at the fiepartment spoke to me and said that,
you know, it really is time the States started Hmk about a dedicated fire officer
down there employed by W.E.B. (Waterfront Entempri8oard). It is a
recommendation that | have made to the Chairmanaandre going to be putting it
on the agenda of the next Environment Scrutiny Péora¢ we look long term at the
safety of people in relation to these large ardassk and we dedicate a fire-fighter
on perhaps W.E.B. or on these areas that is dedi¢atmaking sure that these areas
are well managed and the people are well protecteth not dismiss your concerns,
but we are certainly not ignoring them. | will asknorrow in the States if that report
is available for release to the public, but in theantime | would just comfort you all
by saying they have not been remiss and they haee Wworking hard at looking at it
and working hard at making improvements in the ft@mhpany as well. But they

recognise now that the world is a different plaocee Buncefield.

Ms E. Perchard:

Yes, but there is also less danger having it doiMBe#lozane because Bellozane has
already proved over the years, especially if yaend having a smaller incinerator,
then surely the place for it is at Bellozane whgye have got much more space than

what you have got with 28,000 people in town.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| do not believe we need an incinerator, personallifave seen enough to make my
mind what | have seen already over the last yedraalittle bit. | have seen enough
technology out there to convince me we do not raethcinerator at all.

Connétable K.A. Le Brun of St. Mary:
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As always, toujour le politest(?) | allow other p&over in St. Mary and | am the
Constable of St. Mary so | let everybody else sdgeakanyway. But nevertheless it
is because there is a lot of the, you know, thezguest a few of our parishioners here,
but just to put you in the picture what we as tlagigh have in mind and we are
negotiation at the moment. | have got to be chmehat | say because we have got
our refuse collector there, so we are in negotiatiith him at the moment. But one
of the concerns | have had being on this paned iméke sure that if we do do the
separation that it is going to recycled in the eocrrmanner as much as we possibly
could, and awaiting the possibility of future teology so as to be able to do this as
well. We have some of the recycling ones -- briggit down to the grass level
because it does seem tonight we have been talkiragvéul lot - | know it is the end
product - with La Collette and also down in St. iglelbut it is a concern for the
country parishes as well because as is heardyatubbish ends up down there or the
majority of it does which is a very convenient ation. But we have got the
recycling ones which are in the community centrthatpresent time and they will be
changing, | am assured, next month to bigger -laath see the gentleman right down
the bottom shaking his head in agreement with me will be changing to them then.
So not only will there be paper and can collectertd - because we have just got the
aluminium can ones there and not the whole of #res ¢ there will be the paper, the
cans and there will be plastic bottles as well ecgnn the future. But | have always
maintained that that is just the beginning becawse convinced that it is kerbside at
the houses that is the necessity to be collectmd fiouseholds, not just to bring it
there because it is a waste of fuel, your time ewelything to bring it to the bring
backs and it should be at kerbside. But as widryliing with kerbside at the present
time it has to be sorted out. St. John has bee@ngit a trial run as you are well
aware. It is initially a good start to be abled that, | think. But one has got to
realise that generally all us folks we are as lagywe can come, are we not really?
We always take the easy way out and the easy wajotd is separated at the
household rather than have to bring it up here wod have got to have the
separations done specifically as well. Why | sdier, they are negotiating with our
refuse collector in St. Mary is that with the Sbhd ones it is a once a month
collection per paper, glass, cans and in the futbey expect to be doing plastic
bottles. That is a long time, a month, becausg ltfaee the regular weekly ones just

for your general household rubbish. But they awe very big, the boxes, and the
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plastic bottles they hope in the future will beleoled in a bigger refuse sack. But
then if you have got 3 or 4 of those 5 litre battlee will soon fill up that sack and if
you have got to keep it for a month it seems arublohg time. | mentioned that to
some of you and you said all you do is squash thsitnon them or do what you like
to squash them down - but that becomes a problerhéoelderly and other ones as
well just to be able to do that. | know for a fastwell that some households find that
by the end of a month the box that they have ggtutoall their papers in overflows
and it gets too much and it is quite heavy as wilis not the easiest ones. So, what
happens is some of the householders they therhisi the extra papers they have
into their black sack to be collected every we8, it kind of defeats the purpose as
well. But all of this as well is going to cost neynas well as you say taxes, but there
is the tax that you pay or there are the ratesybatpay. That is another thing as
well, one has got to bear in mind that there isaglsvgoing to be a cost. We have got
approximately 600 households, | think it would bewould that be right Mr.
Collector, around about the 600 households. Walin sure that to give a couple of
boxes - and | say give because householders wathk¥ant to pay - and the new sack
that is going to be produced to put all the plastj¢hat is going to work out about £7
each for the 3 which has to be found for each Hwalde So, that is another £4,000.
So, that £4,000 has either got to be found by soohebo sponsor it, stick their name
on or sponsor it or the parishioners have got tofpait. We can give it to you free,
but you will have to pay for it through your rateSo, all this has a cost as well. Also
bearing in mind that it would mean there is exindections then that would have to
be done to pick up that one as well. Negotiatigaim have to go on with my refuse
collector because he said, well, if | have gotame around, you know, every week
and then extra times as well during the month tk pip, that is going to cost him
extra as well; extra cost and so on. So, theadnays a cost all the time that one has
got to think about, you know, if the people havgp&y. Whether you say it is going
to be taxes or whether it is going to have to comneof the individual parochial rates.
So, this is why | myself personally, and certaialyouple of my people within the
parish and that, have been trying to make sureithstdone in the right manner as
economically as possible and also possibly to getesmoney back somehow or other
if we can. Because as well as | am environmentaigntated, shall we say, | think a
lot of people do not necessarily -- because thimémators are far, far exorbitant. But

| think generally a lot of people would be happierhave a balance between doing
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environmentally friendly as well as the cost. Weuww still rather -- | am sure, the
majority of people feel that, okay the cost mighgam half the amount, but it would
still be a cost at the end of it. But I think tmajority of people would be happy with
just that slight extra cost to know that at ledstyt are doing something all round,
even if it is not cheap, half price or a lot led8ecause | think one has got to accept
the fact, | think, to be environmentally friendlpes not mean to say that everything
is going to be cheaper. | think that you have &y @ certain price for being
environmentally friendly. But it is to get the bate all round and this is why, | know
that St. John have tried it, but a lot of the otparishes have felt St. Helier are far
different. They have got a loss and a bigger raargka lot more households to cater
for. But | think this is why a lot of the othernhes we have been kind of waiting
and seeing and trying to go down the right routidaexit jumping in and finding that it
has, you know, cost a lot in the end. Grouvilleewdoing that and | know with some
of you they had their big bins down at Grouvillexn® their mini supermarket down
there. Well, that was fine and it was great irease. Everybody was going down
there, but they suddenly found out that it wasings&rouville £200 a month, | think
it was, to come and pick up the skips and suchdike it was great. It was working
well, but then half the people of St. Clement ugedo and tip into the Grouville bins
and Grouville had it coming out of their rates., 8ne has got to look at it overall. 1
am sure it is the same here. We have got peopengoin and putting in the papers
and the cans and such like, but | know it is net flne St. Mary parishioners. It is
people from St. Ouen and others; all those thatchree in hand and some of you
from St. Peter. So, as well as you have got tk lapit individually from the
parochial point of view, | think one has got tokaat it on an overall basis as well and
decide how we go about it. So, | think this is whig good that people come in and
are showing their interest tonight. We have gobaple more to go, but, you know,
you are not all St. Mary parishioners and thathy Wwhave not wanted to interrupt too
often this evening. But by the same token, the pratluct is down where the
incinerator is going to be, but then that is, yowW, a big issue, more of an issue for
the parishioners of St. Helier at this moment tpassibly ours. The only thing | can
say is that at least now that quite a few peopl&tofHelier realise what us poor
parishioners at St. Mary had to put up with up ethBe for many years which was
not the best of situations, but at least you areapng it around a bit now, possibly.

Thank you.
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Right, the time is going on and we said we would fram 7.00 p.m. to 9.00 p.m. It

is just a couple of minutes off now. | will takeeor 2 more questions.

Mr. R. Le Brocq:

| would just like to make a contribution. | havsténed to everything you have said
and | think the Constable - is it - to me was abisdy right. It is about balance. But |
think everybody here ought to realise it has gadbegpaid for one way or the other.
Now, we either pay for it through rates or we Wiitlish up, we are going to certainly
have a sewage charge and we will have a charggdtimg rid of our refuse.
Obviously, if we can turn that around and genesatee funds from it, even if we just
cover the costs - | am not talking about makingdiy | am talking about covering
the cost. But the thing that | get concerned abduam very concerned about - is
what we are doing to this earth. Most of us heespeerhaps in our 40s, 50s or 60s,
even 70, but what we are doing to this earth, yoomk rising sea levels and all that
sort of thing, | am just wondering about the leghayn going to leave to my children
and my grandchildren. If I am going to be too méamput my hand in my pocket
now and pay for what we should be paying for them know, | do not think | am
going to be a very good father or grandfatherink we ought to reflect that. What

kind of legacy do we want to leave when we leave ¢arth?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
That is a sobering thought, yes.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| am not 50. 1 think that is it. Global warming ¢limate change and, you know, we
are the Environment Scrutiny Panel after all sof@e a certain responsibility for the
environment, | think. It is a case of recognistciganges in our own lifetimes now
that perhaps 10 years ago we would have quickiyidsed as nonsense. 1 think we
are beginning to accept the fact that the plané&dsg some major changes and we
have got to stop thinking short term.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
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You know as they say, | mean, it should not costdhrth to save the earth. Think
about it. Right, okay, well, I would like to thamikerybody then for your attendance
and most certainly for your comments. We havenkearot and | hope you have too.
We have taken a full record of your names and yaumments and thank you very
much for being open and expressing them. As | 8#re are 2 further meetings
before the big one at the Town Hall and that i2@st February at St. Saviour and
then there is a further meeting on 28th Februaagother Thursday - at St. Brelade
and then the final one will be at the Town Hallward about 14th and 15th March.
So, if you have not had a chance to say your pgcéonight or at the previous

meeting, we are there at those other meetings! ffe@meto come along and if you

have any further thoughts, you can get hold of nsoar scrutiny line. That is

441080, that is our telephone number and we atb@mternet. Please get in touch.

Please spread the word and thank you for comirignK you.
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