THE STATES assembled on Tuesday,
30th June, 1981 at 10.15 a.m. under
the Presidency of the Bailiff, Sir Frank

Ereaut.

All members were present with the exception of —
Senator Mrs. Gwyneth Clare Huelin — out of tHarld.

Peter Gorton Baker, Connétable of St. Helier tobthe
Island.

Alfred Durell Le Brocq, Deputy of St. John — aitthe
Island.

Edgar John Becquet, Deputy of Trinity — out a th
Island.

Prayers.

H.M. The Queen — reply to loyal message of thanksgng.

The Bailiff informed the Assembly that a reply haéen
received to the loyal message of thanksgiving ribgesent to Her
Majesty The Queen, in which Her Majesty conveyetht States
Her thanks for their kind message of concern andiradion for
which Her Majesty was extremely grateful.

Agricultural Statistics 1980.

The Agriculture and Fisheries Committee by ActedaP2nd
June, 1981 presented to the States the Agricultbtatistics for
1980.

THE STATES ordered that the said Statistics bated and
distributed.
States of Jersey Fire Service Report 1980.

The Defence Committee by Act dated 26th June, 1981
presented to the States a Report on the admimistrat the States
of Jersey Fire Service for the year ended 31st Dbee, 1980.
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THE STATES ordered that the said Report be prirdaad
distributed.

Jersey New Waterworks Company Limited. Report on wter
demands and resources.

The Public Works Committee by Act dated 29th Jui81
presented to the States a Report of the Jersey \Naterworks
Company Limited on water demands and resources.

Matters lodged.
The following subjects were lodged “au Greffe” —

1. Draft Main Roads (Classification) (No. 24) @=y) Act,
198 . P.77/81.
Presented by the Public Works Committee.

2. Draft Policing of Parks (Amendment No. 3) (&g)s
Regulations, 198 . P.78/81.
Presented by the Public Works Committee.

3. Development of site at Prairie Bungalows, Gorélage.
P.79/81.
Presented by Senator John Philip de Carteret.

4. Transfer of administration of land and propeoty the
Weighbridge Island site. P.80/81.
Presented by the Agriculture and Fisheries Committe
The States decided to take this subject into cenaiibn
on 28th July, 1981.

5. Report on water demands and resources and tsompu
purchase of land in Queen’s Valley. P.81/81.
Presented by the Public Works Committéae States
decided to take this subject into consideration28th
July, 1981.

Draft Fishing Vessels (Manning) (Jersey) Regulatics) 198 .

THE STATES acceded to the request of the Presiokttie
Harbours and Airport Committee that consideratidnthe draft
Fishing Vessels (Manning) (Jersey) Regulations, 18871/81 —
lodged on 16th June, 1981) be deferred from thegmteSitting to a
later date.
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New Abattoir at La Collette — transfer of administration of site.

THE STATES acceded to the request of the Presioktite
Harbours and Airport Committee that the Propositiegarding the
transfer of administration of the site of the nevbafoir at
La Collette (P.46/81 — lodged on 5th May, 1981)cbasidered on
28th July, 1981.

Queen’s Valley: compulsory purchase. P.24/81 — withawn.

THE STATES noted that the Public Works Committesl h
withdrawn the Proposition regarding the compulspuychase of
land in Queen’s Valley (P.24/81 — lodged on 10thrd¥ia 1981)
having lodged a revised Proposition at the preSétihg (P.81/81).

Development of Field 110, Gorey Village. Questionand
answers.

Senator John Philip de Carteret asked SenatoreFteancois
Horsfall, President of the Island Development Cotten| the
following questions —

“1. Will the President give the States a réesuméefevents
leading up to the recent granting of a developrpentnit
in respect of the development of Field 110, Gorey
Village, the original application for planning pdssion
having been received at the Planning Office onJit,
19707?

2. Having regard to the undertakings given toapplicant
at a joint meeting held in August, 1979 and attenbig
the Presidents of the Island Development and Hgusin
Committees, together with the Chief Officers conest,
will the President give the States a full accouhthe
reasons which led to such an inordinate delay iimgbrg
this matter to a conclusion?

3. Can the President confirm that the Building Bgsvs
notices, referred to in Condition 1 on the Develepin
Permit as ‘accompanying notices’ were not in fact
enclosed with the permit and, if not, why this wast
done?
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4. Can the President also confirm that the necgsspies
of stamped and approved drawings were not retuated
the same time as the permit and, if so, why was dtgo
not done?

The President of the Island Development Commitgéed as
follows —

“1. Since the inception of a village developmecheme at
Gorey and the rezoning of the land by the States in
August, 1970, it has always been accepted thad EED
would be developed residentially providing it folngart
of a comprehensive scheme. Subsequent decisions
determined that the dwellings constructed shoulbdsic
‘States loan’. Three previous Island Development
Committees have considered the complex physical
problems which have delayed the village developrbent
as this is all history | do not propose, unless Hueise
expresses otherwise, to waste public money in affic
time researching the nine years previous to my
Committee being formed. The file is available tm&er
de Carteret at the Planning Office if he would likeead
it for himself.

2. | must emphasise that my reply to the secorestipn is
only a réesumé. It does not cover for example, othan
an occasional passing reference, any discussions or
agreements reached by the applicant with othereStat
Committees, the majority of which we were not paoty

When | took office in 1979 my Committee was preed
with an application to construct one dwelling on
Field 110. It was rejected because it would haveeded
the development of the land which had been zoned fo
comprehensive residential development. Gorey \llag
Developments Limited, whose beneficial owner is
Mr. A.L. Sargeant, had then indicated to the Hogsin
Officer a willingness to sell the field to the Stst
providing he retained a single plot for his daughiéne
offer to Housing was withdrawn. In June, 1979 my
Committee was asked by Housing to acquire the land
compulsory purchase. We did not support that rdques
What we did was to initiate a joint meeting betwélea
parties concerned in an attempt to reach an angicabl
solution. There followed discussion by the Compaiti

the Housing Committee over the type and sate of

170



STATES MINUTES 30th June, 1981.

the proposed houses and agreement was not reatied
December, 1979.

In order to achieve a basic States loan schemeast
necessary for Housing to ask the States to agedeitib
cost of filling the site and the cost of providioffsite
drainage be borne at public expense. The House@dgre
this in May, 1980 at a cost of £35,000. In ordext ithe
Resources Recovery Board could lay the sewers defor
the Department of Public Building and Works filldte
site, my Committee had agreed the principle of éhes
preliminary works the month before. Two planning
applications were submitted in June, 1980. Onetlier
sewers and the other a layout design. The sewars pl
was approved in July and following changes to thaske
types and amendments to the layout, a planning iperm
was issued on 5th September.

Discussions took place between officers and sectural
agents on the whole layout of the village developma
development application was made on 18th December,
1980. It became apparent that although it was knitah
Timber Frameform construction was to be used, the
choice of external walling proposed on some dwgdin
did not meet the Bye-Laws relating to fire resiseaand

my Committee was not prepared to accept such a
potentially dangerous situation. Unfortunatelyywés not
possible to change the construction because of the
loadings imposed on the foundation raft which was ioh

part to inadequately-filled ground. This latter Iplem
was resolved between the applicant and the Housing
Committee.

A revised plan was submitted on 20th March, 1B8tl

the problems of the Fire Bye-Laws had still not rbee
resolved. The Committee instructed the officeradgust

the proposed layout to ensure that the Fire Prewaut
provisions were met. 13 of the 24 sites had to|tsrel

and the agent, having redrawn his site plan, reastdx

that drawing on 20th May. Having assured oursellias

the plan was now acceptable, we issued a develdpmen
permit on 11th June with conditions.
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3.&4.
I would like to answer questions 3 and 4 togethean
confirm that the notices and the house plans t@hvttie
Senator refers were not issued with the permit.

The original working drawings for each house tyje
not relate to either the amended layout plan oth®
revised construction necessary to meet the firegut@on
provisions mentioned previously. Thus, these drgwin
could not be stamped and returned as approved.

The Committee is fully aware of the urgency af\pding
additional homes in order to ‘get the show on thedt,

we issued a permit only on the layout drawing toval
work to commence. To have been 100% correct we
should have insisted updklLL the plans being correctly
submitted and detailed before issuing the perniittiis
would have caused further delay.

| think we adopted the most reasonable approdbb.
detailed house plans have now been submitted to the
Planning Office and if they are technically corrélcén
they will be approved and stamped accordingly. The
inspection notices will also be sent with the plans

Jersey Electricity Company Limited — States sharehding.
Question and answer.

Senator John Philip de Carteret asked SenatorhRéilpert,
President of the Legislation Committee, the follogvguestion —

“Is the President satisfied with and will he dlarthe
position which, under the provisions of the Elazsty (Jersey)
Law, 1937, appears to be that although the Statestree
Government of the Island and hold 51% of the ongirshares
of the Jersey Electricity Company Limited in thebpa
interest, they are unable to influence the polieidspted and
implemented by this monopoly as the Directors carimm
instructed by the States to vote in favour of dipalar policy
if that runs counter to the Directors’ personalgonnt?”
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The President of the Legislation Committee repliad
follows —

“I will first do my best to give the clarificatiorequested.
In the first place, in the context of the questi@n,basic
misunderstanding is implicit in the statement tila¢ States
are the Government of the Island’.

Except in a very loose and general sense, thesStdnat
is the States Assembly, is not the Government eflstand
any more than the House of Commons is the Governofen
the United Kingdom. This Assembly is part of thgiséature
of Jersey, the other part being Her Majesty in @duim the
same way as the House of Commons is part of thslddgre
of the United Kingdom. And, in the same way as the
Government of the United Kingdom consists of thenisters
responsible for the various departments of Statenslersey
is government vested in the various Committees. ddwers
conferred by the Housing (Jersey) Law, 1949, faneple, are
conferred on the Housing Committee, and on no dbloely.
The Housing Committee is the government of thentlso far
as the housing is concerned, though the HousingnGtiee,
like any other, is controlled by the Assembly finely, and
in the same sense that it may be replaced.

However, no member of the States, thank Heavan, c
effectively be instructed by the Assembly to votatcary to
his personal judgement, whether as Director ofBbard of
the Jersey Electricity Company, or as a member Stades
Committee. In some instances a member might bespéesl
by the logic of the majority; and in others he ntighcept the
majority view. But in no case can he be ‘instrutteow to
vote, to take the Senator’'s term, except when hehsoses.
Indeed, in many instances, it would be absolutelgng for
Members, who have been appointed to exercise their
judgement for a particular purpose, to come to aisiEn
contrary to what they sincerely believe. They haveuty to
exercisetheir judgement, not robot-like, that of others. What
the Assembly can do, in these instances, is tcacepthese
Members, if it so wishes, with others holding wisategarded
by the majority as the correct view.

In this particular respect, and it is to thistttree question

seems to refer, | can see no significant differdretgveen the
Board and a Committee.
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However, in other respects there are, of course,
substantial differences, arising inevitably frome thosition
that the undertaking in question is not wholly odrand run
by the States, as is by contrast Telecommunicatiamd that
the undertaking is structured as a registered coynpawhich
the States have a majority interest in shareholding a
controlling interest in voting rights. These diaces result in
the affairs of the undertaking coming before theseksbly
much less frequently than those of a Committee.

The relationship between the Board and the Statesot
therefore be the same as that which exists betwaeen
Committee and the States. The greatest differehcewse is
financial, in that Telecommunications obtains i#pital from
the States, and pays its profits into States Reagnwhereas
the Company raises and disposes of its own finasudgect to
the controls imposed by the Law of 1937. There @treer
differences, but it is this financial independemdach above
all, in my view, distinguishes the position of tBeard from
that of a Committee, and reduces the level of Stedatrol.

This broad distinction must continue, as it se¢mme,
for so long as the present framework remains, ithantil the
States choose to exercise the powers conferredrtigiedA25
of the Law of 1937, to purchase the undertakingnfrihe
Company.

In reply to the question, whether | am satisfigith the
present position, | would say that what really eatt in my

view, is not so much the number of State debates on

electricity, but the quality of the service to thmublic.
Handsome is, for me in this connexion, as handsdoess. |
am satisfied that, within the present frameworke th
undertaking has been run with great efficiency bse&ors,
Managers and Staff for many years, and to the dreaefit of
the people of this Island, and | see no reasommbeplate a
change.”

Restriction of Island’'s resident population. Quesiton and
answer.

Deputy Mrs. Helen Baker of St. Martin asked Dep@&y

Robert Marett of St. Brelade, President of the djolAdvisory
Committee, the following question —
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“Whereas the States by resolutions have made and
repeated the commitment to limit the population andiew
of the recent statement of the Board of Directdrhe Jersey
New Waterworks Company Limited implying that doutaid
been felt in recent years as to the continuedbiéitya of the
present policy of the States for the restrictiorthad Island’s
resident population, would the President affirm his
Committee’s continuing observances of that politygéneral
terms?”

The President of the Policy Advisory Committeeliezp as
follows —

“l1. On 16th October, 1979, the States agreed that
Committees of the States should pursue policiegydes to
limit the annual net rate of immigration to no mdien
250 persons.

2. This is still the policy of the States. Theli&o
Advisory Committee, under my Presidency, has nention at
the present time of putting forward any new projposa the
House on this subject.

3. Deputy Mrs. Baker in her question refers tee@ent
report of the Board of Directors of the Jersey New
Waterworks Company Limited, implying that doubt Haekn
felt in recent years as to the continued reliabiit the present
policy of the States for the restriction of thealsd's resident
population.

4. On page 4 of this report, dated May, 1981, the
Directors have this to say on the subject of imatign
restraint. | quote —

‘The forecasts of demand (for water) shouldlaot
too much credence to the declared intention ofStages
to limit population to 80,000. Few would disagredhas
time that to exceed this maximum is undesirabld, bu
policies change, and may do so quite quickly. Totpa
population density into perspective the reader khou
remember that Manhattan Island has a population of
2% million in an area the same size as Jersey.’

5. The comparison between the population problgims
Manhattan Island and Jersey is laughable, and nbtdoeant
to shock. 1 would only remind the authors of trestence that,
according to my best information, the CityN®#w York is

175



STATES MINUTES 30th June, 1981.

broke, while Jersey is still quite prosperous. Notgood
advertisement for unlimited population growth!

6. However the suggestion that the immigratiohicgo
of the States ‘may change, and change quite qujdaklyo be
disturbing.

7. | can only say, in reply to Deputy Mrs. Bakiiat it
is entirely up to the members of this House, andréuelected
assemblies of the States, to stand firm on immgngpolicy,
and not allow the predictions of the Waterworks @any to
come to pass.”

Alternative sources of fuel for generating electrity — report.
Question and answer.

Senator John Philip de Carteret asked SenatorhRéilpert,
President of the Finance and Economics Committeefdllowing
guestion —

“Will the President confirm that, notwithstandirthe
impression given in certain statements recentlyearadbehalf
of the Jersey Electricity Company Limited and hgwiegard
to the outcome of the debate on the electricateoteection
with France, the Finance and Economics Committek wi
appoint an independent firm of consulting engindersthe
purpose of preparing the comprehensive report whiah
States require to be produced so that the repdit bei
completely objective and impartial in its conclus@”

The President of the Finance and Economics Comenitt
replied as follows —

“My Committee has not yet had the opportunity of
considering how best to prepare the report requingdhe
recent decision of the States. The employmentairesultant
or consultants on one or several aspects of théematll
clearly be a possibility, but | would not wish totzipate the
deliberations of the Committee at this stage.

| can, however, say that it is hoped to arrangeeating
with Sir Derek Ezra, Chairman of the National CBahrd, as
suggested during the debate, in the course ofdniedoming
visit to the Island.”
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Fort Regent — Cost of Gloucester Hall contract. Stament.

The President of the Fort Regent Development Coteeit
made a statement in the following terms —

“This contract was let for commencement in Februa
1977 at a price of £1,175,000 and was due for cetigpl in
May 1978. The contract period was extended to 19ly8
when a supplemental contract was entered into iveiber
1977 for the provision of squash courts at a cb£t.@4,000.

When the present Committee took office in Decambe
1978 the works were in effect some way short of getion
and it soon transpired that a proposed handovérbruary
1979 would be unattainable.

The official opening had been performed by th&éaf
Gloucester in September 1978 for which purpose as w
necessary for the contractor to interrupt his paogne of
work and incur additional expense. Completion fokad in
stages, architect’s certificates of partial comipleissuing in
July and October 1979. The Architect’s final cecate of
Practical Completion did not, however, issue uiiarch
1980.

The increase in the original Contract Prize can b
attributed to a number of factors —

(&) many alterations, variations and modificationshie
original design drawings became necessary in order
to meet the practical requirements of, and to add
essential facilities to achieve, a multi-purpose
complex capable of being used both by small
numbers at a time for various sports and, on other
occasions, by large groups for exhibitions,
conferences and concerts. Examples are the sprinkle
system, maintained lighting and other fire
precautions to meet requirements that followed in
the wake of the Summerland Disaster enquiry, solid
but removable arena walls, improved sound systems,
sound separation between the Gloucester Hall and
the Piazza, a more extensive heating system, a
disabled persons lift etc. etc.

177



STATES MINUTES 30th June, 1981.

(b)

(©)

(d)

(€)

additional facilities were added to the main cocttra
e.g. the four new squash courts by the supplemental
contract to which | have already referred:;

inflation in the last four years which seems teéha
been particularly significant in the building spher
For comparison, the price of a newly constructed
house in the basic loans scheme has been allowed to
rise from £16,000 to £35,000 — a remarkably similar
percentage increase to the overall price of the
Gloucester Hall and ancillary amounts. In a not
dissimilar period the cost of the Harrogate
Conference Centre, with a maximum seating
capacity in its largest auditorium of 2,000 hagmis
from £7m to £25m and | understand is not finished
yet;

an added factor has been the problem of adopting a
150 year old fortress and in the process usingdrits
walls for inside use. In my own Committee’s time a
sum of not less than £50,000 has had to be spent on
curing leaks from the old rampart walls;

in my opinion the R.1.B.A. Form of Contract leaves
much to be desired. Under the existing Form — as
used for every States’ building contract— the
employing Committee is bound to pay all increased
costs whether arising from variations required sy t
employer, simple inflation or other increased costs
during the contract period, or added inflation and
increased costs arising during an unduly extended
period. | understand that a new form of contract is
under consideration but that the question of paymen
for increased costs on the overrun of a contraet is
controversial one. It must be said that some delays
on the Gloucester Hall contract were inevitabld as
know from my earliest days as President in 1979
occurred with disruption caused by the bitterest
winter since the Twenties and the bitterest indaistr
atmosphere on record in the United Kingdom.
Consideration was given to the possibility of a
counterclaim against the Contractor but any move in
that direction had to be tempered with a sensbef t
practical difficulties and, in the final analysis)
close consultation with the Attorney General the
Committee accepted that the overall settlement
which was reached by negotiation was b®
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preferred to prolonged and expensive arbitration
The final chapter of this contract and all its
ramifications have all but been closed off.

Quite obviously this has not been an easy contrac
However, my Committee is confident in the asserttwat the
Island now has a Centre of which it can be justigug and
which serves many purposes at a reasonable coser@Ges
compliments are paid to the Committee and the
Administration by the great majority of those wleesand use
Fort Regent whether for sports or otherwise. Inipalar, the
Gloucester Hall has proved popular with the organsisof
Exhibitions and their exhibitors, with top artistetio prove
their acceptance of the Gloucester Hall by retigtirom year
to year, and perhaps most important in terms of fhaential
contribution of many millions of pounds to our eoaty, with
Conference Organisers such as the Soroptimistslagtgear
brought 2,000 delegates and many other supporterthe
Island and the National Union of Teachers, Royal Force
Association, Royal Antediluvian Order of Buffaloend
several other Conference organisers who have caeththeir
Conferences to Jersey because of the facilities dha be
offered in the Gloucester Hall.”

Supplementary and Additional Votes of Credit.

THE STATES considered Acts of the Finance and Booos
Committee dated 17th June, 1981 presenting Acts thef
undermentioned Committees and, acceding to the estgu
contained therein, granted to the said Committegplementary
(S) and additional (A) votes of credit out of ther@ral Reserve as
follows —

(C) denotes Capital votes of credit.

S A
£ £
Finance and Economics Committee
Viscounts Department — 0337
Désastres — investigation expenses 10,000
Carried forward 10,000
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S A
£ £
brought forward 10,000
Finance and Economics Committee
[cont'd.] —
Miscellaneous —
0602 Commonwealth Parlia-
mentary Association....................... 4,000
0614 States’ Members income
supplement.........cccooccciiviiiieneeee e, 10,300
0618 Royal Wedding Cele-
BrationNS.....oceeeeeeee e 20,000
Establishment of H.E. the
Lieutenant-Governor —
0702A PremiSes ......ccevvvvveveeevevnnnnnn. 300
0705 Administration ..............ccuun... 1,100
C006 Capital — Construction of a
Customs Examination Shed at No. 2
Berth, Albert Quay, Port of
St. Helier v, 30,000 (C)
Total Request £75,700 25,700 50,000
Public Works Committee
Dutch ElIm Disease Campaign
2043 Supplies and Services................ 50,000
Public Buildings — 2082 Premises 18,000
Total Request 68,000
Education Committee
General Education Services —
3102 John Lobb Memorial
Trust — Contribution...........cceovvvune.. 5,000
3103 Advisory Training Council.... 15,000
The Youth Service —
3188A Grants to voluntary clubs
for capital Works.........ccccvvevieeeeennnn. 50,000
C0567  Capital—  St. John’s
School Extensions............ccccvvveeee.. 29,000 (C)
C0594 Capital — Primary Schools
Modernisation, St. Martin’s,
Trinity and St. Saviour Schools...... 110,000 (C)
C0596 Capital — Le Rocquier
School — caretaker’s house............. 4,500 (C)
Total Request £213,500 193,500 20,000
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S A
£ £
Public Health Committee
Grants — 3251 Jersey Family
Welfare Centre .........ccoeeeevvnieveeennne, 30,000
Total Request 30,000
Agriculture and Fisheries Committee
Subsidies and Grants —
4138 Compensation — animal and
plant health............ccccoviivinn, 10,300
C0707 Capital — Provision of
Slaughterhouse at La Collette ........ 74,500 (C)
Total Request 84,800
Cottage Homes Committee
4902 PremiSes .......ceeeevrvvreeeeenniiieeeennnns 11,800
Total Request 11,800
Elizabeth House Committee
5302 Premises ......ccccovcvveveeinivrereennnnnn, 1,500
Total Request 1,500

Housing Committee

Administration — 5043 Supplies and
SEIVICES .o eaeees 15,000
Miscellaneous —

5425 Maufant Vineries Offsite

Drainage Costs and Accrued

[ ) (ST (1) T 60,000
C1141 Capital — Landscaping at
Clos des Sables ..........cccccvvvvvveennennn. 17,000 (C)

Total Request £92,000 32,000 60,000
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S A
£ £
Fort Regent Development Committee
C1204 Capital - General Develop-
ment 1977 (£250,000 granted out of
Contingencies Vote by Act of States
dated 12th May, 1981). .......ccccveernnne. 356,300 (C)
Total Request 356,300
Telecommunications Board
4500 Operating Expenses................... 60,000
Total Request 60,000

The total requests granted for the June Supply dagunted
to £993,600.

Agriculture and Fisheries Committee — oil subsidy dr
glasshouse growers. Deferred Supply.

THE STATES deferred consideration of the requdsthe
Agriculture and Fisheries Committee for an add#iowote of
credit in the sum of £210,000 for an oil subsidycaimpensate,
temporarily, glasshouse growers, until 28th Ju§81, when the
subject would be debated together with a Propositielative
thereto (P.74/81 — lodged on 23rd June, 1981).

Le Geyt Centre Workshop. Deferred Supply.

THE STATES deferred consideration of the requdsthe
Public Health Committee for a supplementary votereflit in the
sum of £11,200 for Le Geyt Centre Workshop (C.0651)

The Proposition relative thereto was lodged “aaffét by the
Finance and Economics Committee.

Road Vehicles (Registration and Licensing) (Amendnm
No. 3) (Jersey) Order, 1981 — proposed amendment.

THE STATES rejected a Proposition of Deputy Tesdohn
Le Main of St. Helier that the Road Vehicles (Regigon and
Licensing) (Amendment No. 3) (Jersey) Order, 1%&lannulled.
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Rouge Bouillon School Building — transfer of admirstration.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Eduagatio
Committee, approved the transfer to the Defence raittee from
the Education Committee, with effect from 1st Oeighl981, of
the administration of the Rouge Bouillon SchoollBwig required
to provide additional accommodation for the StatdsJersey
Police.

Agricultural Loans and Guarantees Advisory Board—
appointment of member.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Agriaudt and
Fisheries Committee, approved the appointment ofMdwid John
Le Marquand as a member of the Agricultural Loansd a
Guarantees Advisory Board.

Merchant Shipping (Deck Officers) (Jersey) Regulatins, 1981.

THE STATES, by virtue and in exercise of the pawer
conferred upon them by the Order in Council of tthienty-eighth
day of March, 1771, made Regulations entitled therdWiant
Shipping (Deck Officers) (Jersey) Regulations, 1981

Merchant Shipping (Marine Engineer Officers) (Jersg)
Regulations, 1981.

THE STATES, by virtue and in exercise of the pawer
conferred upon them by the Order in Council of thenty-eighth
day of March, 1771, made Regulations entitled therdWant
Shipping (Marine Engineer Officers) (Jersey) Retjofes, 1981.

Administrative Decisions (Review) (Jersey) Law, 198

THE STATES, subject to the sanction of Her Mostébent
Majesty in Council, adopted a Law entitled the Adistrative
Decisions (Review) (Jersey) Law, 1981.

Suspension of Standing Order No. 18

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Housing
Committee, suspended Standing Order No. 18 in dodallow the
Proposition of that Committee regarding further elepment
proposals for 1982 and the Maufant Vineries devekqut off-site
drainage costs to be considered at the presemigSitt
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Housing Committee — further development proposalsdr 1982.

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Housing
Committee, approved in principle the Committee’srtHar
development proposals for the year 1982 as follews

subject to the necessary finance being madeadnaiin

the Budget, the development of the Balmain Nurserie
site with approximately 20 States rental dwelliraged

20 dwellings for sale under the States Loan Scheme,
principally to existing States tenants OR in thergvof

the finance not being made available, the developrof

the site with approximately 40 dwellings for saledar

the States Loan Scheme, principally to existingteSta
tenants.

Maufant Vineries Development off-site drainage cost

THE STATES, adopting a Proposition of the Housing
Committee —

1.

agreed that the public should reimburse LesirBgés
Limited with the cost of the provision of off-sitkainage
in respect of the development of land to the safth
Fields 105 and 106, Maufant, St. Saviour, togethign
accrued interest thereon, at a rate to be agreethédoy
Treasurer of the States;

agreed that the proportionate refunds shoulchade as
and when the dwellings in each phase of the dewsdop
are completed and sold within the Basic States’nLoa
limit;

authorised the Treasurer of the States to nthlee
appropriate payments when they became due.

Deputy Brian Edward Troy of St. Saviour, havingldeed an
interest in the matter, withdrew from the Chamber.

THE STATES rose at 3.20 p.m.

R.S. GRAY,

Deputy Greffier of the States.
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