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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are afpinion -

(a) to request the Minister for Treasury and Resssito instruct the
Property Holdings Department not to proceed witanpl for the
proposed sale of 2 plots of public land (one adiigiri16 and 123 Le
Clos des Sables and the other separating 132 ahd d4Clos des

Sables);

(b) to consult fully with residents and parish regentatives before any
future proposals are pursued for the sale or dpuwedot of public

land in Le Clos des Sables or Les Quennevais Park.
DEPUTY M. TADIER OF ST. BRELADE

Note: Deputy S. Power of St. Brelade (No. 2) sutgpthris proposition.
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REPORT

The residents of Le Clos des Sables, St. Brelagl®fathe opinion that this estate has
more than its fair share of development. The asecalrieady very built-up; in addition
there is a large secondary school in the form of Qriennevais School right in the
middle of the estate which brings with it corresgiog large traffic flows at peak
hours during term time. The residents believe thase green areas which remain
provide a vital ‘breathing space’ — both physicadigd psychologically; they enhance
the aesthetics of the estate and in some case&lpram area for recreation.

In summary, the residents oppose any new develdgoremo reasons: (1) The open
spaces are valued in their own right and would besed if they were removed.
(2) The estate would become even more built ugoasg.

Background to Petition

We were made aware in 2010 that Jersey Propertydihtid were tentatively
considering the viability of the sale of 4 areaslarfid currently in their (public)
ownership: these related to 2 in Le Clos des Sa@Mxpendix 2) and 2 in Les
Quennevais Park (Appendix 3).

For expediency purposes, the petition was condubtedesidents of Le Clos des
Sables for that estate only. However, it is imparta say that the same considerations
should be applied to those sites identified in Qaegennevais Park, as well; the vast
majority or residents in both estates are againgtfarther development on either
estate, which are adjacent and interconnected anyiwaotal, 181 signatures were
obtained. These were all from residents of Le Cles Sables, and represent the vast
majority of household on the Estate.

Pending development

During the recent Island Plan debate, several enfers were made to the long-
overdue ‘Lesquende’ Development, relating to lardciv was originally obtained by
the States in the early 90s and earmarked for (858y development. In April 2007,
Jersey Property Holdings instructed their architéstdesign a scheme for the area and
an application was subsequently submitted on 24tbehber 2009 for the site. For
one reason or another, the development has notgased as quickly as was desired.

On 11th April 2011, a joint meeting was held by DgpS. Power of St. Brelade and
myself, which was also attended by the Assistamiiditer for Treasury and Resources,
the Connétable of St. Peter and the Principal Prppdanager of Jersey Property
Holdings. The meeting was relatively well attendadd the opposition to the
developments was unanimous. One of the argumentopmard was that it would
seem logical that, if new houses are requiredérprish, it would be logical that sites
which havealreadybeen identified for a significant number of dwadi$, such as the
Lesquende plot, should be brought forwhedoregreen areas in congested estates are
considered. These developments should go ahegdoffere looking to areas such as
Les Quennevais Park and Le Clos des Sables. Thisdsan opinion shared by the
2 Deputies of St. Brelade No. 2.

It is also a consideration that, until it is cledrat type/split of housing development is
put on the Lesquende site, it will not be appamghat type of houses would be
required on these other 4 plots.
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It was suggested that the sale of these 4 plota fiBH’s portfolio would ‘free up’
funding for much-needed improvements (parking, nemiance) in the estate. Whilst
the spirit of this is welcome, it is the opinion @fost residents that these
improvements should not be at the cost of increat®dlopment. It is already a
possibility that some green areas may be given tivereate more parking areas. It
would be unfortunate if, to fund this, more greesaa were also sold and developed.
We would encourage Property Holdings to work fronthim existing budgets,
perhaps in co-operation with the parish and ressdeo find funding to carry out
necessary improvements, without resorting to laethd sold and developed to
achieve this. This said, if any salds occur, we would insist that any funds arising
from the sale be prioritised (and even ring-fended}he regeneration of the 2 estates.

Lastly, I would like to thank the residents of Lio€des Sables who offered their time
and energy to collect signatures in the Estatga#t they who initiated the petition and
have done the ground work. | trust that their viemit be taken on board by the

department in any future deliberations.

Financial and manpower implications

As the plans put forward by the Department arétstilttative, it is difficult to say that
there will be direct financial implications fromishproposition. Clearly, if this is
adopted, any revenues realised from the sale oficpldnd would not occur, but
similarly the land (and so its realisable potentillue) would remain in possession of
the Department. There are no manpower implications.

Appendices 2 and 3

These are extracts from the ‘Clos des Sables asdJiueennevais Park Development
Masterplan — Site Plan identification of areasgyided for Property Holdings.
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APPENDIX 1

PETITION

TO THE PRESIDENT AND MEMBERS OF THE STATES OF JERSEY

Name of person(s) or body responsible for this peton —
THE RESIDENTS OF LE CLOS DES SABLES

These are the reasons for this petition —

It is our opinion that this estate already has mtran its fair share of development.

The area is already very built-up; in addition wavie a large secondary school in t
form of Les Quennevais right in the middle of tleate which brings with i
corresponding large traffic flows at peak hoursridg term time. We believe th
those green areas which remain provide a vital dhéng space’ — both physical
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and psychologically; they enhance the aestheticthefestate and in some cases

provide an area for recreation.

In summary, we oppose any proposed new develogoramio reasons: (1) The opeg
spaces are valued in their own right and would biesed if they were removed.

(2) The estate would become even more built ugbasyl.

=]

We, the undersigned, petition the States of Jers&g follows —
We request the Minister for Treasury and Resouta@sstruct the Property Holding

Department not to proceed with plans for the praabsale of 2 plots of public land
(one adjoining 116 and 123 Le Clos des Sables aadther separating 132 and 145

Le Clos des Sables).

Full name (please print) Full postal address Signate

181 signatures
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