4.  Questions to Ministers without Notice - The ChieMinister:

4.1 The Deputy of St. Martin:

At a recent meeting with the Privileges and ProcesiCommittee with regard to the Ministerial

government reform it is recorded that the Chief ister gave Ministerial government a glowing

first yearly report but said there were problemghwvBcrutiny saying that some Members were
pursuing an opposition agenda. Would the Chiefisfien give examples where some Members
are pursuing an opposition agenda? Also, givendiffeulties encountered by both States

Members and Scrutiny Officers in successfully gettscrutiny off the ground would the Chief

Minister agree that it was time that he gave deelicto the good work being done in general to
Scrutiny.

Senator F.H. Walker (The Chief Minister):

Yes, Sir, and gladly. In fact, | made that pomthe meeting that | had with the review group
and my comments were abridged in the.P.. | made it abundantly clear that I thought there
were some aspects of Scrutiny and some Panelswitriutiny who were and are doing a first
class job. Sadly, that part of what | said wasnepbrted in the).E.P. | assume itis... well, |
know it is on the transcript so there we haveBut | have made in the past and | continue to
make criticisms of some Scrutiny Panels. | wasspetific in the evidence | gave to the review
group about that but | have to say | think at |€ast the reports produced by one of the Scrutiny
Panels and the accompanying remarks issued in pekssse forms by its Chairman are clear
evidence that that particular Panel on those pdatiassues was not working on the premise of
being evidence-based and it basically reached tleiclusions before they began their study.

4.1.1 The Deputy of St. Martin:
Could | press the Chief Minister to inform the Heusf those 2 reports which he did not agree
with?

Senator F.H. Walker:
I do not think | will do that. | think the House well aware of all the reports it has received and
the House can reach its own conclusions.

4.2 Deputy R.G. Le Hérissier:

Fifteen months ago, Sir, the Chief Minister suppdrthe Health Minister when issues were
raised, reference the Job Families Agreement witises. We were told it was a blip, it was a
heavy hand on a tiller and that things would retiormormal and go on to greater and greater
perfection, so to speak. Would he accept thatjtldgment was misplaced and that there are
serious problems there and that they need to beessietl urgently?

Senator F.H. Walker:

| think everyone associated with the new structbogh from the employee side of things and the
employer side of things, was very optimistic abaiat it promised and very optimistic about

the timescale in which it could be delivered. $atthink everyone involved with that has been

disappointed that it has become more contentioars ithhad appeared to be and it has certainly
taken far longer to implement than | think anyomagined it would. But | agree with the thrust

of the Deputy, it does need and is getting verysm®rable attention, both from the employee
representative side and from the employer andléda meeting a couple of months ago with

employee representatives at which this was onehefmajor items of discussion and | am

satisfied that the appropriate action has beemtaBait it is complex and it cannot be forced on

anyone. It has to be introduced by agreementlzattdg taking a considerable length of time.

4.2.1 Deputy R.G. Le Hérissier:
| wonder, Sir, if the Chief Minister, while it isohin his specific domain, as | said he was very
supportive of the project. Here was a projectridesl to deal with the particular needs of a



professional group who were very difficult to ratrand keep and retain group and yet the
project and its objectives have seriously gonetlodf rails. Would the Chief Minister tell this
House, Sir, what went wrong and what has been topat it right?

Senator F.H. Walker:

| cannot give full details of what went wrong. was a combination of things where it proved,

once the agreements have been agreed it provedssibpm to agree on how it should be

implemented. That has arisen in a number of césit¢ab grading is one and there are others.
But the Deputy again is right, there were very higipes at the time that this would introduce a
much better structure, would aid recruitment ati@elevels particularly, and that has been a
problem. The good news, however, is that recruitniesues within the nursing profession in

Jersey - recruitment problems - have eased vergiderably in recent months compared to a
year ago and that is a very positive position.

4.3 Deputy G.P. Southern:

Will the Chief Minister undertake to inform himselfhat the impact of the £2.5 million
additional cuts required to pay for the 2007 pag have on particular departments and will he
commit himself to bring this information to the H®?

Senator F.H. Walker:

No, Sir, | will not. The Ministers concerned haaecepted the position. The Ministers
concerned have made their own provisions and weldhecall that this is a one-off only, this is
not an ongoing requirement. This is a requireneribhe year 2007 only and | know full well

that the Ministers would not have accepted thaitijposwas it likely to result in significant and

serious cutbacks to the level of service we offergublic.

4.3.1 Deputy G.P. Southern:
Does the Chief Minister accept that it is perfectigceptable for me to ask each of his 9
Ministers what impact that additional £2.5 millibas?

Senator F.H. Walker:
If the Deputy wishes, by all means.

4.4 Senator L. Norman:

A few moments ago the Planning Minister told ust tha is likely to determine the planning
application for the houses at Plémont before thenCib of Ministers come forward with their
preferred option on the future of the Plémont hawadl If that application is in the affirmative
will that way of doing things not put the Statesdtuge disadvantage in any future negotiations?

Senator F.H. Walker:

We do not believe so. The fact is that a planrapglication is in process. A planning

application has been submitted and the Law requitat application to be decided upon kicks-
in and it is necessary for the planning decisiobvéamade so that the Council of Ministers are
aware of its impact before we can take any finaisiens on the final outcome of the headland.
We have, of course, discussed this with the Planmnister and others and we remain

optimistic that a solution which will be widely aqated can be found.

4.4.1 Senator L. Norman:

Do | understand from that, Sir, that the CouncilMifisters has decided not to come forward
with their preferred option for the future of theddland until the Planning Minister has
determined the application? In other words, evéng is on hold until the application is
determined?



Senator F.H. Walker:
Yes, Sir.

4.5 Deputy K.C. Lewis:

Further to reports that the U.K. has one of thesivdrinking problems in Europe with a fifth of
children aged 11 to 15 drinking at least once akwdees the Chief Minister think that raising
the legal drinking age to 21 may be part of thenan®

Senator F.H. Walker:

That is not something | am qualified to answer lat &hat is very much for the medical
professionals and the Law Officers, | think, anddeos. What | can say is that (a) | am hugely
impressed with the approach being taken by thethldéihister and his team which will shortly
be published in the new directions policy which glegencentrate on alcohol abuse as one of its
main priorities. | am also delighted by the recesgults of the survey among school children
which show very clearly that serious drinking amasahool children is falling and falling
sharply. So the policies in Jersey are havingrgmact and of course we need to build upon that
further.

4.5.1 Deputy K.C. Lewis:

This is something that in the past | have approdithe Minister for Economic Development and
the Minister for Home Affairs that we do have auatton where we are having older teens
buying drink for younger teens and that this may.bethink we have failed the youth to some
extent and this may be an important way forwarde®the Minister not agree?

Senator F.H. Walker:

Again, it is not something that | have any persanaderience of, nor do | feel qualified to give
an answer. | think the Deputy would better diréi$ question in this context to the
professionals.

4.6 Deputy R.C. Duhamel of St. Saviour:
Can the Chief Minister tell the House what maximaire population he would personally
support for Jersey in order to achieve economiavtjrd

Senator F.H. Walker:

The States in their last debate on migration gdékberately did not set a population ceiling.
They agreed a migration policy, that is the poligyn obliged and required to follow, that is the
policy | am following. There is no question of @lmg and | am most certainly not prepared to
put a figure on it at this stage or probably at stage.

4.7 Deputy R.G. Le Hérissier:

Notwithstanding the excellent initiatives and visilaid out in the St. Helier Regeneration Plan,
would the Chief Minister acknowledge - and the Wabet must serve as the example of recent
history - would he not acknowledge there is a rdahger that unless there is genuine
consultation and different kinds of consultatiors twill hit the kind of cynicism and resistance
which has bogged down the Waterfront plan untilyvecently?

Senator F.H. Walker:

| think there are a number of underlying issuesethérirst of all | endorse the comments made
earlier by the Planning Minister. It has to bedghiat the architecture on the Waterfront has not
exactly set many people on fire. However, we sthowlt forget the point that the Waterfront is a

highly popular and very well used facility, mairly young people. So far as the consultation
process is concerned, the Waterfront must be omieeomost consulted upon issues in Jersey in
recent years but | am particularly pleased withvtleek being undertaken under the leadership of



W.E.B. (Waterfront Enterprise Board) and, indedw Planning Minister and others on, for

example, the sinking of the road and the Hopkimsppsals generally. What we need to do now
Is ensure that we deliver a regenerated St. Hefigr with high quality architecture having been

fully consulted upon. | have every confidence tihat steering group and the Planning Minister
will ensure that that is exactly what takes place.

4.7.1 Deputy R.G. Le Hérissier:

I wonder if | can follow-up. Could the Ministerysapecifically how the consultation and the
involvement of the public and of this House will iéferent so that the mistakes we made with
the Waterfront will not be repeated?

Senator F.H. Walker:

The mistakes the Deputy refers to were not on #uk lof the consultation process, they were
frankly on the back of architects’ designs and piag decisions of the day. That had little to do
with public consultation. The public, as | havédsd&ave been widely consulted. The Deputy
attended the presentation - and | am grateful to for doing so - on Monday (yesterday
morning) and he is well aware that there is a msgoies of consultation events that are taking
place. There are exhibitions, there are walkabmuts, there will be leaflets, there will be every
opportunity for the public to respond. Of coursésiup to the task force to take on board the
public’s comments. It will not be possible to meaétthe public’s ambitions because many of
them, as always, will be contradictory. But theblpu will be listened to and will have, |
emphasise, every possible opportunity to contribttewhat is undoubtedly the biggest
opportunity for the town - for St. Helier - that Wwave seen in at least one generation.

4.8 Deputy J.B. Fox:

The EDAW report that was published yesterday #riklit was - will be displayed or details of it
will be displayed at the Town Hall and the commenhtg you have just been making about the
Waterfront also link into the improvement of oulatsd and our capital especially. | was just
wondering if it would not be possible to suppor tonstable of St. Helier through the Chief
Minister’s Office or the Council of Ministers, t@abe permanent public displays on the changing
face of St. Helier with its planst cetera, so the public have one known place that theyjasin
walk in and publicly - just like an art gallery...

The Bailiff:
Deputy, the question is becoming so long that th@ster is going to be unable to reply.

Deputy J.B. Fox:
Sorry, Sir, I will leave it at that.

Senator F.H. Walker:
Excellent idea, Sir, and | will discuss it with tBennétable. First class idea. | think that istvh
he has in mind anyway but | agree we should stoyeut before the public.

The Bailiff:
That concludes the second question period withotite



