very clear, is it not? Then you can look for watyat will nurture. Finally, | wish to
share something that everybody knows: the environnoé this earth and of our
beautiful Island is not a question of economictreally is not. It has been created
for everyone and the environment does not wait der individually or as a
government or as a corporation to decide whetheaneegoing to nurture it, because
as you will see from the climate change the eathringing her own climates and
environment into balance. It cannot wait for gowveents and us as humanity to start

to care for things, so | offer these as ideas.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
All right. Thank you very much. Powerful wordsdacomments at the back.

Mr. M. Tadier:

Hi there. My name is Maufont Tadier. | live ind.Quennevais just up the road in
the parish. | would just like to endorse what thst lady said, or at least how |
interpreted it. | think she is saying we all neéedake responsibility for what we do
with our rubbish; the amount we use. We need tadiesciously reducing. For
example, when you go to the supermarket, do yod heeise a plastic bag? If you
are just buying a J.E.PJefsey Evening Post) | know | have been offered that in the
past and | have found that quite strange. Butaisly that does not mean the
Government does not have a responsibility to pyplate the proper legislation to
encourage people to do things, because | think neealh the same. If recycling
became easier, if there was a system in placellgfction, for example, as | know has
been tested in some of the northern country pasjgeople would be more inclined
to do it purely because it facilitates doing sahihk another point that the lady made
which | agree with: we are putting the cart beftire horse it seems in the sense we
seem to be saying: “Well, let us look at the ecolsmof this and if we can afford to
do it then we will do some recycling.” Conversdlye opposite of that proposition
would be: “We cannot afford to do it, it is not Hgavorthwhile so let us just keep on
throwing our rubbish away” which is ultimately ussainable. So | think we need to
have the political will to say: “You are recyclirmpmething; we need to tackle one
way or the other, it is not going to go away” aheveé can do this in a way which is
sustainable economically that is going to make osey, all the better, but if it is not

and it is something that we need to invest in tiverjust have to bite the bullet and do



that. So | think that is all | really have to sag the issue, and | will pass the

microphone on to the next person.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Okay. Thank you.

The Connétable of St. Mary:

Can | just come in there?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Quickly.

The Connétable of St. Mary:

Yes. | would just like to come in there when yay:s“Yes, we have to find the
alternatives” and | am not being negative for oremant at all, but it is interesting to
hear what you said about you have to find alteveatand the Government should be
moving forward. | think we all agree with thatugition. We have been trying to put
it across to a lot of the other Members as wethim States, and the lady says: “We
have to be responsible; all responsible people.’eauiful, if everybody was
responsible, but unfortunately there are irresgmagpeople, and it only needs a few
irresponsible people to make life very, very difficfor all the rest as well. So one
has to get the balance between the 2, and | thiskg where | have been trying to get
it - or we tried to get it - through the Connétabded such like to be able to do that as
well. So, yes, it gets thrown back. We are bngghese suggestions through all the
time to Transport and Technical Services and sikehthrough the States and all the
time they are going to say: “Well, what alternasiare there?” We try and explain to
them and they say: “Well, are they proven? Are/theven alternatives?” This is
what is happening all the time that we are findimgy are not willing to look further.
They are going back or continually going on to ith@neration side without looking
further afield to bring these alternatives forwaiithis is the problem that | find, and |
would like to think that my colleagues would 8:13:(naudible) and Deputy Le

Claire would agree with me this time.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:



| do this time.

The Connétable of St. Mary:

We are trying to bring these alternatives for pedplsee so that there are alternatives
to be using. When | said that recycling costs mpiitedepends on how it can be
construed. | am not saying we cannot do it bec@usests money; | am saying:
“Yes, it most probably will do” but for the sake all the recycling, we would much
prefer to see - | would - even if it was a questbithe same amount of money being
spent rather than an incinerator be used for rewydcacilities to be able to do it. We
are trying - | would like to think we are - to inttuce recycling as well as not having
to spend as much on a huge incinerator at the ¢an@ee This is why there are
different aspects all the time to look at. But dvas to be realistic when | say from
the collection side and such like it is to educegegducate or certainly educate people

into that syndrome. It is very hard to do.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

It is very funny how Jersey is willing to grow ngetatoes on some of the most steep,
sloping pieces of land in the world and create tafoahat is renowned throughout the
world because of a unique way of doing somethimgl, @emonstrating that we can
take a challenge and come up with a unique solutidre problem that | have with all
of this is 18 years ago | came out of my flat irrdrdo and there was a blue box on
my doorstep with a leaflet in it, and there waslaebbox on everybody else’s
doorstop with a leaflet in it. On Tuesday the rigshbvan came around and it picked
up the rubbish, and on Wednesday the rubbish vare @ound and it took away my
blue box. In one week the blue box had tin carsaper and then the next week it
came around on Tuesday, picked up my rubbish, artie Thursday it came by and
picked up my plastic and my glass. This is 18 y@@o. So there are solutions and |
think what will happen, and | think we will seeqtite soon, is that commercial
companies will step in - they have been tryingébig already. They will step in and
they will demonstrate that there is money involeed that is where we will see more
people like the Hunt Brothers creating their owrogde down at reclamation, et
cetera.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:



Right. Two questions: one at the back and therettheto the left.

Female Speaker:

| think that one of the most important things tisates Members have to consider
when they are debating this is the problem thathéy decide to go down the

incineration route, then that it is going to makeycling virtually impossible, because
| know that the incinerator needs a certain amoticardboard and plastic and all the
other things for the combustion. The thing is, yamnot really have a foot in both

camps, because obviously the reluctance to spentht@wh money on recycling and

the technology, | think, by the time it is builtliprobably be old-fashioned anyway

because as Constable Le Brun said the technolodpeiltast year as regards recycling
has just gone on such a pace and | think it wiltewe to do that, because every
society is having problems with getting rid of theiaste and | think the incinerator

will almost be rather a dinosaur.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

So it is quite interesting, | put in an amendmen2@05 to the Waste Strategy to the
effect that what was promised at the outcome of dbbate was that when the
Transport and Technical Services decided they w@mng to the House for the final
decision there would not just be one thing putlentable, there would be 2. So there
would be a large incinerator and then the 32 pet c@ximum recycling; that would
be one option. But the second option would be allsmmachine of some type and
description and substantially higher recycling. tié¢ moment, | have to admit | have
not seen too much of the second option and, in fa@ppears to be going in the
direction that the favoured machine is almost 1€0gent over capacity. | think your
comment about driving out recycling is probably webde. But the debate will be
had in July. The report that we are doing at tloenent is fleshing out the economics
and the costings and the other ethical side tcatbament, and all these arguments
will be had in the right place and hopefully it Mgkt a sensible outcome. Thank you.

The lady who has been waiting a while.

Ms. L. Baudains:
Lorraine Baudains. | live in Tower Road, so | amllvased to being blown over by

the incinerator and the stink and the gases, etaeBut what | want to say is that ...



Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Can you speak into the microphone?

Ms. L. Baudains:

Sorry. You are telling us about all these firmattbould dispose of these things for
us. Well, we cannot get hold of these firms, bat gan, so you tell us where to put
the stuff and we will do it. We can supply our obwxes; you do not have to supply
them. If you educate people more - | know theeeadways going to be people as the
Constable has mentioned that do not bother - lnelyswe can all try and encourage,
even our streets, our roads, our lanes, and pealbldo it. | mean, | take stuff up to
Bellozanne but not everybody can do that. | take @aper or cardboard or glass to
the bottle bins, but also the glass cannot goerbibttle bins if you have broken glass.

In St. Helier we do not have a glass collection e.have to do it ourselves.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes. It might well be coming back.

Ms. L. Baudains:
Which is fine, but it is just where you take it.ofNeverybody can go to Bellozanne.

Not everybody has a car or whatever.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

We had a meeting with the Constables recently cioliely and we went to see the 12

Constables and we went the same time with anottieaitp company that wanted to

come in and do a trial in Jersey, and they arkistdrested in making an appearance.
But they are one in a number of people now thatQbestables have asked us to put
them in touch with. We are beginning to put then§lables now in touch with these

people, and we are trying to encourage the Corestabl see the alternatives other
than just sending it down to Bellozanne. | thimemf the things about Bellozanne is
that it has a great facility if you use it, if ybiave a car, but is it not interesting that
there are no signs directing you to go there, bezddo not think they could handle it

if we all wanted to use the thing anyway.



Ms. L. Baudains:

No. No, because it has very difficult access.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, it is an interesting point in terms of owngpsland | am glad you have raised it,
perhaps indirectly, but raised it nonetheless. Nviwe all purchase our bottles of
water, or whatever it is, and we pay part of thetdowards the wrapping, we own
that. We have purchased it; it is ours. We thecide to dispose of the items in our
waste bins and through the Parish Assembly we afiee@€onstable to take some of
our parish rates to collect those materials, sthait point in time we still own the
rubbish. Thereafter, if the Constable is told tigio the Parish Assembly to deliver
waste material to Bellozanne, it then, and onlghat point, becomes a States problem
and taxpayers’ money is used to dispose of thesiteamthe refuse collection to
whatever effect. But there is nothing within trewl at the moment that would
prohibit a Parish Assembly convening in order tbttee Constable: “Look, we do not
consider that you should be continuing to senddsyrrecyclables collection that we
are paying for through our parish rate to Bellozatm be burnt in future, we would
rather you sent it to Mr. Recycler A, B or C” arft is quite within the power of the
parish to instruct the Constable to do that. Tddwe | think a lot of people do not
realise the democracy of the situation. The Pafiskembly is probably the most
democratic form that we have in the Island of Adslgmand, sadly, | think its
opportunities are not used as much as perhapsthég be. So, in effect, what | am
saying is that you are absolutely right: if the lpmgenerally would wish to see more
recycling all they have to do - and it sounds samypis to convene a Parish Assembly
meeting and instruct the Constable to deliver theedh recyclables or whatever

through your parish rate to whichever company yantto send it to. Simple as that.

Ms. L. Baudains:
Okay. Hopefully you can encourage the supermartetstop - and the shops -

covering everything in plastic.

The Connétable of St. Mary:
Could I just come in there as well, because it mastioned that if you make it too

easy for collection then it will just be incinerdtand will not be able to do any



recycling. Coming back from what that lady jusidsand certainly there is another
gentleman in the audience as well, we visited Glaimisee how they go about it, and
| know that other places do it very similar as wi#cause | have 2 daughters that live
in England, and they have that as well, and aflgtoa most probably realise that as
well. But certainly the Cardiff one was a bit mor@hey have what they call the
“black sack”. The recyclable black sack, an estrang one that comes around, or
the collectors come around, once a week. In tlaatkbsack you put all recyclables.
All recyclables: cardboard, paper, all tins, plasglass, the whole lot in there. Then
the rest of it is just then the waste, the reftise,household refuse as such in there.
That is just the 2: one bin; one black sack. Ttme black sack gets delivered to one
place and it gets completely sorted out all in gaeand then it is then bulked, packed
and such like already done. So that is a weeklgcon of all recyclables in one.
Now, one would have thought that that would havenke good way for the Transport
and Technical Services to go down, to see, to doitht is a centralised place to be
able to do it. Then itis all sorted out and #essa lot of less hassle for householders
and such like to do, allowing even for estatesféatd and so on to do as well. At the
moment the pressure is being put upon the parishdsthe Constables to do a
separation at kerbside, so that you will do theasspon yourselves virtually
beforehand, and then that will be readily done el w5o it is asking you to do it, and
this is what happened at St. John, this is what #éine looking into at St. Mary, but it
would mean to say they would have different coited for different items at
different times of the month, and not a weekly ¢ghinl am assured it is working
reasonably well at St. John, but they do have thee$® which | have seen as well.
They do not seem too big, but that has to last atimcso | know there are some
people who have more newspapers than fill up tleat but | am assured most of
them do not. But | know for a fact that what happes that after about 3 weeks when
they filled up their box with newspapers, they thstarted just throwing the
newspapers in the weekly refuse collection bin, iSand of defeats the object in the
sense of having to replenish or fill up as well.ut Bhere are different ways and
different systems, and | think we, as the Scruftanel, as | say, we are not an
opposition party, and we are not in business. slaiquestion of providing this
information to everybody and to Transport and TedinServices and to the other

States Members so as to try and make the righttgatehopefully.



Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Right. Another question?

Male Speaker:

A couple of issues there that are raised. With g¢hparation, | am sure most
householders will be happy to separate if someloodyes to collect it, but if you are
going to look at the big picture, what is the eammental impact of 10,000 people
driving down with 4 different bags to wherever tt@lection point happens to be to

put their bags in and come back home?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
You do it on your front door.

Male Speaker:

Yes. But then you have to split the refuse cotlect like Constable Le Brun was
saying - it makes sense if you have 3 Parishesnifebody collects one lot of things,
somebody collects another and someone collectshin Householders will be
happy to separate it if it is collected separateiy it is recycled properly. But in the
past we have washed out our glass jars and gladesband all sorts, seen it get
crunched up and thrown in the thing. Like you sagoes down to the reclamation
site. Well, why are we going to waste time, théevand everything else to clean it
out to know it is going to be thrown down the rectdion site anyway? You do not
do it. Another classic was | would suspect thatp@s cent of all green waste is
produced in the countryside, so where do the pothatsbe put the composting heap?
The other side of town. So, all of that green wdsis to be driven through the most
congested part of the Island and inevitably alwdfatever is produced has to be
driven back through the congested part of the tstarbe put back in the countryside
where we had a perfectly good functional compostsitg near the airport, and | only
live within 800 yards of it and it has never causesdany problems. If there were
even 3 places like that in the countryside, youehauot less pollution with people
taking their garden waste to and from, the stufi b@ processed there and gone
straight back. So, with this carbon footprintwdratever the terminology is for it now

there would be ...



Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

This is part of our work already that we have dest@ted that there needs to be 3
sites and the actual process that they are doitigeatnoment, it is not the people’s
fault that are doing it, because they are doingarellent job of what they are doing,
it is just the actual process that they are usififpey are using an open windrow
process. We argue that instead of spending £80@&0@&ar doing an open windrow
process that creates less than £45,000 worth afuptpinvest in some in-vessel
technology which is basically just big boxes, yan@ut it in, you can add food
waste, you can add sewage sludge, treat the commastan have maturation times
reduced by a lot as well, and you can spread tingpost in parks and gardens in
amenity land. It does not have to get anywhere tieafood chain. The trouble is
that trying to argue these things away from a Std&partment in my experience, |
said in debate when it came to recycling for Ber, Floe Council of Ministers are all
acting very corporately in saying “no” to Ben Faday, but tomorrow they will be
back asking for environmental taxes. But whahes point in putting environmental
taxes on a car that emits so much rubbish fromb#ek of it when you are forcing
them to drive through the Island twice to droptivigs? It is a nonsense. So | have
said that unless they are going to start to spdrar tmoney giving us the
environmental solutions, then | personally canngp®rt environmental taxes until |

can see that they are doing something environmental

Male Speaker:

Yes. The lady that was on about looking at the@ajure, you cannot continue to
waste the earth’s resources and surely puttingeb@urce back in the ground, | mean,
nature has been recycling itself since evolutiogalpe and for these people to
suddenly think they can just throw everything awsaytter nonsense. But | am sure
the vast majority of ordinary people will be moham willing to help in the cycling
process if the tools are available, and that realbll that most ordinary people would
like.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
It is important for you to tell us that, because ave being told that repeatedly by
everybody that they want to do it.



Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

The gentleman over here.

Mr. J. Hanley:

Hi. John Hanley. | just want to ask the panel hbers’ views on the privatisation of
a waste disposal facility using one of these emergiew technologies and what
possible impact that might have on the States deyeworkers, in particular the

Transport and Technical Services Department.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Do you want to answer that, or shall | answer It®ill go first if | can, because |
think if you privatise the refuse there is goingo® certain elements of it that | think
the States will resist being privatised and theahdaus waste site | think will be an
obvious one. Also, the liquid waste - the sewaggthings - | think they will want to
keep a definite control on that. But in termsha# aictual collection services of waste,
at the moment it is effectively privatised by tiedarishes that own it anyway, so we

are all just sending it down there. | think, persidy ...

Mr. J. Hanley:
Sorry, Paul, | meant a disposal facility.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

A disposal facility? Yes, | am getting there.hink if you can do away with a toxic-
smelling, burning facility that is all falling agamand this is what we have been told
by the Ministers: it is collapsing. Okay, well,muit off then. Spend the money,
invest it on something else, or let one of thesamanies in, help them fill out the
environmental impact assessments, let them doe#p khe workers. It is funny,
because when they did it in Cardiff, the union wesried that the workforce would
get laid off, but the workforce travelled. Theyattewith 300,000 people’s recycled
material. They broke into profit after the firstar of investment. The union was
delighted, because it had 3 times as many membehssi scheme. So | do not think
there is anything to worry about from a States wmkperspective, other than people
who are operating the plant that we are beingitott longer functional, and | would

imagine that those people probably planned to pbasshortly anyway. Unless we
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are going to build another one, and we need monhaxe types of skills, | do not
know what kind of people we need to be employihthink we need the people at the

top, but how many incinerator operators do you neeg do not have an incinerator?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, a quick comment there. | think that there arevhole host of government
departments operating in areas that really nedzbttmoked at very, very closely. |

think the automatic assumption is that if governtrdwes it, the government is the
best placed body to be doing these things. Welh hot agree with that one bit. |
think if we did look at a number of these departtaem little bit more closely and

were not as precious with the resources that we,hiaen | think the whole system
would flow a little bit more smoothly. Constabl&®? Another question at the back.

Do you have one?

Deputy S. Power of St. Brelade:

Hi, | am Sean Power. | would like to suggest thatapproach to waste disposal is, in
the U.K. (United Kingdom) and in Jersey, a slighlgck-to-front thing. We are
dealing with it is a municipal problem. We are ldea with it as a centralised
problem. If we leave out green composting for aute, and leave out liquid waste,
if you take the 4 elements that we all identify lasing recyclable: paper and
cardboard, waste, electronics, plastics and tyrestice in France and in Germany
and in Austria what they have done is they haveagised the processing of these
waste products. So you have one company in Frahoewill specialise in collecting
glass or collecting plastic, and they have gottemyafrom this municipal approach.
The U.K. is the dirtiest country in Europe andastthe worst record in recycling, and
we tend to copy what the U.K. does. But other Baam countries do it a different
way. So my suggestion, and the problem is the sfrart and Technical Services
have a captive market on the Island that peoplesang willing to recycle, but they
are not being given the lead to recycle the waycew recycle. The gentleman up
front here said that people living in blocks oft§ldnave difficulty in composting, but
as you have seen and | have seen, in France a@Bdrmany and these high density
cities, Austria particularly, they have recyclingntres in the basement or in the car
parks of these blocks of flats where you do taker yaompostable waste, or you do

take your glass, or you do take your plastic. 80 gan live in a high-rise or a block
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of flats and have it recycled. So my suggestiol, iakind of links into what Deputy
Troy said, is that we have got 13 different deparita on this Island collecting waste,
and that is 12 Parishes and then we have T.T.@ngport and Technical Services)
doing it as well, and to me it is nonsense. Whatnsed to do is approach it from a
private point of view and privatise as much wasteycling as possible, and then |
will finish by asking you a question. The questien if we take out all the high
combustible stuff, we are then left with the squidguff; the wet stuff: the potato
peelings, the carrots, the baby’s nappies. If ae separate the baby’s nappies from
what | call the by-products of the food industrihat/ happens then is that Bellozanne
is essentially turned into a giant kettle, becayme are taking stuff at an 85 or 90 per
cent water content and you are boiling it. Thatginot seem to me to be very logical.
So can | ask you to explain to the room what aeeBiJ. (European Union) and U.K.

laws on food waste composting and very simply vanatthe options for that?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, sure. Briefly, food waste composting, theawenbeen some new standards
which allow food waste, that is food that was desdifor the kitchen table, or to the
restaurant, whatever, to be co-composted with greeste under in-vessel
composting techniques and then applied to lande Hiropeans have probably gone
even further than the U.K. at the moment and iprisbably true that the E.U. is
leading the U.K. in this regard in suggesting thate is a soil directive. A lot of the
European soils have become depleted in humus anargianic materials, particularly
the southern soils in Spain and other Mediterramrs@amtries. So there is a soll
directive which is basically suggesting that asoagtterm proposal the idea of
burning food waste does not really make a lot obsgbecause it is wet and you have
to dry off a lot of the water before you can gethe burnable components of it and
the calorific value, the energy value, of the mateis fairly low. So they are
suggesting that the better way forward would bsdgare the circle, so to speak, and
to use food waste with composts and put them badk ¢the land. That is pretty well
where they are coming from. It can be done. Tlaeesome problems that could
manifest themselves with it depending on wherefalbe comes from, but we are not
talking about abattoir wastes and spinal colummnd tmngs that cause the B.S.E.
(Bovine Spongiform Encephalopathy) outbreaks: we tking about the plate

scrapings from food that we all eat. So the keuasis that one of the arguments is
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that it is being suggested that all food must bated in a separate fashion and not put
back on to the land because there is a risk ofnigarazardous components. But the
key counterproposal to that is if we are beingdatiof spinal columns and processed
food and things that would give us the human edentao the B.S.E. then the food
industry is completely up the creek, and we arébalhg poisoned in that direction,
which is ridiculous. So there are quite clear gdtads that are being laid out. There is
a category 1, 2 and 3: food waste that is destioeduman consumption and kitchen
use is category 3 and that can be composted anohplton to the land, and we think

it perhaps should be.

Deputy S. Power:
Can | ask what is the solution to disposable naipie

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Disposal nappies, that is quite an interesting oAenumber of European countries,
the Scandinavian countries, are having collectenvises and it is probably not the
best thing to be talking about, but they spin they $oiled napkins. Basically the kids’
faeces are taken by a wrapper. If we have hadiremilyou know you put a liner
material in the napkin and then any faeces gotimtaoilet into the sewage system at
the moment, and it is just the urine that is corddiin the napkin that causes the
problem. So what they are doing is they are takioge soggy napkins which consist
of plastic liners and material on the inside whatisorbs the urine, and it is being re-
spun in a giant spin dryer, whatever, and themoésgthrough a further processing
system and the materials are re-used in furthekingp That is one way. The other
way that is being looked at at the moment is tcoarege private enterprise moving
along the lines of what was being suggested bdf@aeyou do not have to have a
municipal or State approach, and people are bemmpuraged to set up nappy
launderettes and the idea being that you haveizedgl just like you have a delivery
in hotels, of clean napkins and towels and thingsrye morning. You can band
together in nappy clubs and there is a similarlifgciand it is very, very cost-
effective to run these things. So you bundle upryamiled napkins in a bucket, they
go to a central launderette, they are cleaned amckpsed and disinfected, and then
you get a clean set on your doorstep the same 8aythe key with all these things is

you know the saying: “Where there is a will thesaiway” and if people apply their
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minds creatively, picking up on the lady at thenft® point of view that you are
asking whether or not the things you are doinggaiag to benefit the planet and the
environment in some way, then you will tend to kimdmove in those directions.
Really, | think that is probably the better wayttttee Island should be going in. Just

before we come back - yes?

The Maha Cohan:

Just one point to add to that: could it not be tutlpere in Jersey, because Jersey can
lead the way, it only takes one person to leadathg, could you not have an expert
on the environment, whomever, to come to theseipubéetings and to show that
whatever is proposed is caring for the environmére: air, the water, whatever, so
that all the other people here who are caring, vwardo something to help, so that
they could speak like with yourselves, but someat® is a 8:44:10 (inaudible),
because they may not know themselves 8:44:14 (@eweudible words) shall we

say?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, that is a valuable point.

The Maha Cohan:

Just move the focus into something that encouremgle®k in that way.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Two questions at the back.

Mr. N. Le Cornue:

Thank you. Nick Le Cornue. Where there is a wikre is a way. That is very

interesting. In fact, what is very clear is thex@o will in Jersey. But you have some
really great ideas among you in that panel thee¢ #ihould be implemented, no
guestion about that. Sounds great, let us havhialfrecycling, but it is not going to

occur through individual action. By changing otliedtyles, yes, but that has to be
done collectively, and what is really absent fromuydiscussion is about State action.
It needs policy change by the Government in Jeré#ie so many things in Jersey, it

is backward, it is sclerotic, it is ossified, anouycan see that in another policy area:
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the failure of the States to reform itself on cdosbnal matters, one small area
where it could deal with things very easily, mucbreneasily than the economy and
the environment. What is needed is a change otypbly Government, and | am
surprised you are not arguing for that. You ayeng to convince a lot of people who
are complete dinosaurs, who have no interest igcheg, have no interest in the
environment; they are living in the past. Thosegde need to go. There needs to be
a new government with new ideas and a populacestipgdorts them to implement the
ideas that you have. Otherwise it is never, ewengto happen. You are going to
have these same meetings in 5, in 10, in 20 yeatsaggovernment that has built a
huge incinerator and is burning everything. Tisathie issue to you, the public, here
tonight: change your government if you want to eeeironmental policies. Perhaps
the panel will come back on that.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, | certainly would like to. | think that isqivably overly pessimistic, and perhaps
you do not know as much as what is happening wighBnvironment Scrutiny Panel.
We are in the middle of a third review on waste agement. In our view it is a
vitally important area, not so much for the monthat may well be spent, but
certainly for the other issues about moving theandl forward into a more
environmentally-enlightened State. But that saidat we are doing is the third piece
of work that is about to come to fruition; will hrublished towards the middle of
March, or the end of March. That will quite clgashow the costings and the other
alternatives in a very clear light, and the intentis to hold a public exhibition of
some of these alternatives at the Town Hall int&tlier. Following on from that
there will be a presentation to all States Memberwder to educate the “dinosaurs”
as perhaps you are suggesting, and after thatpwdlyiit will be opened to the public
to come along in the way that you have come aldng évening to make your
comments felt. But we see this as the pre-cumsdrtlae pre-runner of work that has
to be done before we get to the debate in July.that point, and that is the point
where the debate will take place, that will be whiea policy will either be set in
stone, so to speak, or set in fire, or whateverridjet metaphor is for what we are
talking about. But it will be decided at that poimhether or not we are going to
march forward with a new incinerator of some dgdmn for the next 25 years or,

indeed, whether or not there should be a resourfdioigto the Minister to say: “No,

15



your policy is not the direction that we wish tistahd to be going in and things will

have to change” and so that is happening in July.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| think, because we are running out of time, but juery quickly if I can, | can
appreciate your frustration, Nick, but | would saydefence of States Members who
sometimes | find frustrating is that a lot of them@ new now; there are a lot of new
people in there, and as with anything in life, we a different generation, and maybe
our elders find it quite irksome for people like tesay this. | remember when | first
went into the States, | spoke and one of the Depwaid: “Well, if this is the kind of
person that is coming in here, then they can jugeft it” and | pointed out to him it
was not a private members’ club and it was somgtlinat happened because the
people had sent me there. Rather than changikgeping on banging on the drum
about having to get rid of the dinosaurs and alrést of it, | think it would be more
productive if instead of changing the States Meml#erd having to re-educate the
ones that keep coming back, it would be betteutnow, as Robert said, to change
their information base, and change their knowledgel let them help to make the
changes as well. Then you can monitor, hopefulligether or not, once we have
presented the evidence, they are willing to chahge minds. Then it is up to you in
October and November whether or not you want tmgaahem.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
One at the back and then one here.

Mr. M. Tadier:

Yes, | am going to be very quick. Itis very scavck said pretty much exactly what
| was going to say and | was going to start oftwtite political will part as well. | do

not think there is a political will part. Therewsth you, but | am pretty sure that in
the future when it comes to the House they will: S&ye do need a bigger plant.”

They will fudge over the actual facts and they wdly: “Daddy or big brother knows
best” and then they will just get the majority thia¢y have in the House to jump. |
hope | am not doing a disservice to the 2 Deputexs, but | will be interested to see

how they vote if they are told: “We do need a biggeinerator.” It is commonsense.
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Yes, it is.

Mr. M. Tadier:

Okay, good, | am glad to hear that. Okay, you ha@assured me, it has restored
some faith. But it seems to be saying: “We nedaigger incinerator” while at the
same time commonsense is telling us we need tevest. So if we are getting less
waste, commonsense says we do not need a biggeernaior; we do not need one at
all. My fear is that we will be back in a situatitike Nick says and it will only be
when external pressure from Europe or the U.K.:sdgssey is an embarrassment. It
has the lowest recycling figures in Europe” and tha are made to change things in
10 years’ time when we should be doing it now.ml @ot having a go at you on the
panel, because you are the ones coming forwardthétldeas. | am just saying | do

not think that the system is set up at the moment ...

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
Private enterprise would not allow it to be the whays in 5 years’ time. Private

enterprise is getting very anxious to get involved.

Mr. M. Tadier:
Well, | know one of them has been turned away hasti that part which is set up in

the U.S. (United States) to recycle everything?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

No, there has been a number of companies, and dheige number of companies, who
are expressing interests in Jersey, and by thettig year | imagine we would start
to see those people appearing over the parapeto Isuiggest one of them in front of
another would be wrong for us. We are just gomgresent them all; show what they
can do and let the Constables and let the Stateisledd@ they want a great big
incinerator or if they want to form partnershipsttwthese companies and form
contracts with these companies on recycling schéhaseturn revenue to the parish,
for example, and provide electricity in some inst&s

Mr. M. Tadier:
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| hear what you are saying; our point is just tthet States, since when have they

listened to commonsense?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
No, this is our rubbish; it is not the States rshbi | can take this from St. Brelade

and | would ...

Mr. M. Tadier:

No, but the States are the ones who need to shewdiitical will, that is what we are

making. We do not need to quibble whose rubbish itf the States say: “We are not
going to support recycling; we are not going to paryrubbish to be collected.” it

does not matter which level it is at. If they s&yfe are not going to provide the

will” then ...

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
That is why | said that you need to decide in Oetaddnd November if they have not
changed their minds after they have seen the esdehen in October and November

then it is up to us to decide whether or not wengeahem.

Deputy S. Power:

There is a mindset in the Council of Ministers tisatet on incineration.

Male Speaker:
Yes, that is my point.

Deputy S. Power:

It is set on incineration, and we do not need it.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
A question on the right.

Mr. P. Ellison:
Yes. | have listened very carefully tonight. Nathhas convinced me that this panel

is nothing more than the Nero Panel: it fiddleslaidellozanne burns, and you will
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still be fiddling in 4 years’ time. | will be comg back here and Bellozanne will still
be burning. | go back to the previous speakeriatpghich | think is excellent. What

we need is vision and | do not think scrutiny way of getting things done in Jersey.
We need a Parliament representing the people. &V/e ho Senators here tonight.
We have a collection - no disrespect - | think yoe all coming from the right place,
but | am afraid we do not have any of the Islanda®as here, so you are fiddling,
and we are losing time and what we need is visibveryone on the floor here wants
things to happen, but it is not going to happerugh the constitution of Jersey.
Your point was very well made: we need to changecthnstitution and get a system
that works for the people. This scrutiny busingéssn sorry, it is not working. It is

too slow and it is not working quick enough. Be#fane will still be burning in 4

years’ time - | will put money on it.

Male Speaker:
Because we have a government that does not wahatgye, do not blame scrutiny.

Mr. P. Ellison:

Well, scrutiny is just slowing the process dowmm afraid. Scrutiny is slowing the

process down. We have people here and they argbi®to change the Government.
We need a government that represents the peoplscamithy is not an effective form

of challenging things. It is not working. We csae that.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Well, thank you for that vote of support. Anotlygrestion here.

The Connétable of St. Mary:
Can | just ask that gentleman there that you arealoout? Do you favour an

incinerator or recycling?

Mr. P. Ellison:

No, | favour a vision of action.

The Connétable of St. Mary:

Yes, but what is your vision? Can | ask what yasion is?
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Mr. P. Ellison:
All | see is the State arguing and nothing happgnin

The Connétable of St. Mary:

But can | ask what your vision is?

Mr. P. Ellison:
Well, my vision is exactly the same as your visidhis recycling and moving things

on and closing Bellozanne down. But we have knooa ...

The Connétable of St. Mary:

Thank you. That is what | wanted to know whereoiine from.

Mr. P. Ellison:
The public has known now, or you have known nowSoyears, that Bellozanne is

unacceptable and nothing has been done aboubthiry.

The Connétable of St. Mary:
How many Senators and how many States Membersylwavapproached?

Mr. P. Ellison:
| have written to you twice, | have written to Ctaide Crowcroft, | have written to
the head of Technical Services, | have writtenremk Walker. | had responses from

all of them apart from Constable Crowcroft.

The Connétable of St. Mary:
Right. What have their responses been? For SeWilker?

Mr. P. Ellison:
One from the head of Technical Services and | Hasedetter saying the decision
would be made by this March. You tell me now we abt going to see it until

August, so we have lost another 6 months.
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Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

It was always intended that it was taken in Jughtf? Question at the front.

Male Speaker:

| have wasted my time going to these ...

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Sorry, can you speak into the microphone, please?

Male Speaker:

| have wasted my time in years by with the makeefigovernment and all the
proposed changes to the way the Government is,uhtit the public gets the

opportunity to vote for who is the Chief Ministef the Island, there will always be
enough of the established clique to sort themsetv#tsand get their own way, and
you poor souls will carry on banging your head agathe brick wall. Until the

public gets to choose Chief Minister things will gowhere and for all the self-
opinionated experts within that establishment wayp that we know nothing and we
would not make the right choice, surely in demogriads our choice to choose who
we think, and if we, the public, happen to chodse wrong person, it is our own
fault. At the moment we have absolutely no chancéhe destiny of this Island and

we are suffering very, very badly because of it.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

Well, | think the key thing to do is if you feel mestrongly about this issue, and it is
pretty clear that you do, the key thing to do ismite to your elected Members, not
just one, but maybe to all of them, and lobby theght? It is an election year this
year. A decision taken to spend a sizeable sutmaties, which may well be
misplaced spending, is something that is goin@igerthe issues, raise the heat of the
debate on the day, so | think the acid test is hmany members of the public are

interested to keep us on our toes.

Male Speaker:
Because it will only benefit the public changing thules there will be no doubt a

whole raft of mechanisms within the system that makt enable that change to happen
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until 2097. If there was something which enableese multi-millionaires to keep

even more of their money, it will probably go ...

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

The trouble is | took a proposition that the peogieuld be able to elect the Chief
Minister and the Bailiff disallowed it because rads “You would have to go back

and revisit the constitution of Jersey. By defamtyou are proposing a republic” and
we were not even allowed to debate that proposition

Male Speaker:
How would you debate that?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

Pardon?

Male Speaker:

How would you debate it?

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:

| was not even allowed to put that forward for date. But it is interesting, and this
is off the subject a little bit, | stood in elegt®recently as a Senator and lost my seat.
Now, perhaps it might have been to do with thetmali party | was with - who
knows? But the fact was | was standing in fronthe electorate saying: “I do not
want G.S.T. (Goods and Services Tax). | do nottvaanincinerator. | do not want
this. | do not want that. | do not want to in@eammigration.” | said all the things
that | believe in, and | did not get voted in. Pleovoted for people like Terry Le
Sueur that said: “I do want G.S.T. | do want ..."isis up to the people. At the end
of the day you may be, as | feel | am, in a miryoat people that bother to vote.

People that bother to vote.

Male Speaker:
Why do they not bother to vote then? At least g @ote and ...

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
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They make sure that their supporters, and they reake that their friends, and they
make sure that their family always vote and theyndb buy this idea that it is not
worth voting. Because it certainly is well wortbting - it is the most important thing

we can do.

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:
Right. Well, it is just past 9.00 p.m. so if angofeels that they have not had the
opportunity to express their opinion and wantsebig quick, | will allow one more

guestion.

Mr. J. Hanley:
Just one last question and it is back to economaicd the purchase of an
environmental-friendly incinerator. 8:59:34 (sealenaudible words) how do these

new amazing technologies compare financially 8:59séveral inaudible words)?

Deputy R.C. Duhamel:

No, they are substantially cheaper and the reaychites can be substantially higher.
But all of these facts and figures will be presdnte our scrutiny report as | said in
the middle/towards the end of March, and there ella public exhibition for people
to come along and quiz us and to get their tedththre subject. Okay. Right. Well,
in that case | would like to, on behalf of the gatigank everybody very, very much
for your attendance this evening. You did St. &del proud, so you are about on a
par with the other parishes in terms of attendamgech is pretty good. | do not
know how it will be reported in the paper. Thegrseto not be able to count these
days, but there you go, and they have downsizeduh&ers on every occasion, but
we know who has turned up. So thank you for yqunions. As | said earlier, they
have been taped, it will be transcribed and we bellgoing over carefully all of the
things that you have told us. So, | have enjoysdeth, | hope you have, and thank

you for attending.

Deputy P.V.F. Le Claire:
Thank you for your questions.

The Connétable of St. Mary:
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Thank you.
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