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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are afpinion -

to request the Chief Minister to bring forward fapproval the necessary
Regulations under the States of Jersey Law 20GHldav for the division of
the ministerial office of Planning and Environmanb 2 ministerial offices to
be known as the Minister for Planning and the Mearigor the Environment.

DEPUTY P.V.F. LE CLAIRE OF ST. HELIER
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REPORT

In the past | have brought this proposition forwBmdlodging and withdrawn it prior
to debate, as concessions in regard to my argumees made by the Minister for
Planning and Environment on both occasions. In firet instance, the Minister
regarded that it was right that he devolve himBelih certain planning issues relating
to the Department, and appointed his then Assidttinister, Deputy Anne Pryke,
with the responsibility for environment. The Mirgstassured members that he would
devolve those responsibilities to his Assistantistar to remove the apparent conflict
I had identified in the Minister’s 2 conflicting gfolio responsibilities. Deputy Pryke
was made the Chair of the Planning ApplicationseRaand as his Assistant Minister
we were informed that she would be the champioth@fenvironment that | and the
Public had been calling for. This appeared to bewge in the right direction, but upon
finding out by chance that there were issues twitto pollution of the oyster fisheries
and e-coli viruses, | put a question to her askiagto update members in the States
about the situation. She denied all knowledge efiticident in the States but that was
clearly at odds with what the Minister had conveye@nother Minister whilst | was
within earshot. | then asked the Bailiff, then DgpBailiff, if | might for the first time
put a subsequent supplementary to the Ministehianswer. His answers and later
statements, both public and in his written stricemnfidence e-mail message to all
States members, were proof that he was still glearlcharge of the environment,
contrary to his claim that the power had been dedlin response to these concerns |
re-lodged this proposition.

This prompted the Minister to again further chatigeway his Ministry operated, and
he appointed Deputy Duhamel as his new Assistanisiéir with sole responsibility
for environmental matters. | believe that since tivae, the Minister has given the
Deputy the portfolio in total, but as the Deputyighout his own Ministry, he is still
subject to the influences of his masters and inamblt, he does not warrant a full-
time place aboard the Council of Ministers, allitbthat he may attend upon them in
the Minister's absence | believe. This is in stadntrast to the Connétable of
St. Ouen, who has de facto seat at Council due to his position on the Cordié
Connétables. This engenders team spirit from then@ables, but holds up for all to
see what priority the environment is given. Lookt Us not fool ourselves, the
environment has been sidelined in Jersey, as ir @ilaces globally, to the detriment
of the inhabitants and their eco-system, be thaypdmor non-human. This can no
longer be sustainable policy of the States. Theomapce the States places upon the
environment, and a Minister for it, is widely astraf public opinion in my belief,
which | believe in the main to be in favour of siger environmental safeguards,
checks and balances. There will be presented tdtates in the next few days a
Scrutiny Report by the Environment Scrutiny Paneltbe current safeguards the
system delivers at present in relation to the Efhpand our Ramsar site; | will let
that Report speak for itself.

So long as the environment has an Assistant Miniisteharge of it, it will play a poor
man’s second fiddle to the tune of the Council ohisters, which has in the past in
many areas, together with the States Departmemlsdfthe Island in these important
areas.

| could cite examples but | will leave that to thebate. | shall not be withdrawing this
proposition unless the Council of Ministers recegsi and accepts that there needs to
be an Environmental Minister to safeguard our land our wider responsibilities
within the bio-sphere.
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There need be no change in the balance of powslrajue-alignment of Assistant
Ministers, if there even needs that to occur. Thenmiing Applications Panel is
chaired now by the Connétable of Trinity, and Dgddtihamel has no Assistant.

Financial and manpower implications

The financial implications of this proposition,dtcepted, will need to be drawn out
and agreed by the States in the Business Platiclpgate that there would most likely
be an increase in the first instance of approximaB0,000 of States expenditure in
the 12 months following any States approval indéging-up of such a Ministry or at
least the evaluation of setting it up. Standingedsdequire backbenchers to give their
best estimates in such propositions. There wilhdgrecise cost known to the States
until the States Annual Business Plan is approved @vered in the subsequent
budget debate. So as there are so many unknowuils ektimate that £50,000 will be
the cost of agreeing this in the first instanceteb,amore money may be made, saved
or spent depending on how effective any EnvironnMinistry exercises its affairs.

If the States agrees in principle, the Ministersl @éime Council can mobilize their
officers in identifying the exact costs for thisoposal which shall never be
identifiable by the resources afforded a backbend¥g last financial and manpower
comments are presented here —

Financial and manpower implications

I am not able to suggest to members what thesedamil In the first instance
there would undoubtedly be a cost perhaps, but hatothink it would be
significant. The Minister perhaps needs to infohis tpart of the debate in
comments for us to be certain, but in speaking With he sees no cost. |
would think that the cost of these changes would jusified in the
improvements that would occur in our structure,clihivould hopefully in the
future demonstrate a saving overall. There woud &le, in my opinion, an
increased level of service to the public and angteening of our Government
in its ability to meet the challenges of the futufbere would also be a real
champion for the Environment, and that is why llainging this Proposition.

The Minister for Treasury and Resources responaleayt proposal at that time in the
following manner —

Planning and Environment: division into 2 ministerial offices
(P.47/2009) — Comments — Presented to the States 2fth April 2009 by
the Minister for Treasury and Resources

“The Minister for Treasury and Resources does ebebe that the States can
make a decision on this matter without being awafrdull financial and
manpower implications. There will inevitably be tos for instance there
would be a need for an additional Chief Officer.efidh may also be a
duplication of administrative structures.

If the States are minded to approve this propasiitocan only be in principle
and subject to the necessary additional resoureay kconsidered by the
Council of Ministers when prioritising expendituier the Annual Business
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Plan process. If the Council of Ministers did natogtise the necessary
resources it is, of course, open to any States Menabbring an amendment
to the Annual Business Plan.

The Minister for Treasury and Resources advisete$Stdembers to reject this
proposition as it stands, on the basis that it d@ésontain all the information
they require to make an informed decision.”

Therefore the issue is clearly one for us to make@yrinciple if we can make it at all,
according to the Minister for Treasury and Resagjregho informs us of what we can
and cannot do as a legislature.

Of course any amendment to the Business Plan isilllz2e deemed to be too serious a
matter to bring as an amendment to a Business Rlagh.no doubt will get kicked
back into touch, perhaps into the Strategic PlatciC22.

| would therefore ask members to debate the priegipnd the merits, and if they are
deemed worthy, we can then determine what resoutwsworthy objective will
require and what we can and cannot afford to assigrour fiscal priorities.
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APPENDIX

STATES OF JERSEY

PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT:
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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are afpinion -

to request the Chief Minister to bring forward fapproval the necessary
Regulations under the States of Jersey Law 20GBldar for the division of
the ministerial office of Planning and Environmanb 2 ministerial offices to
be known as the Minister for Planning and the Mearigor the Environment.

DEPUTY P.V.F. LE CLAIRE OF ST. HELIER
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REPORT

Two interesting quotes, one from the Council of igiers from last year when |
lodged this same proposal (P.114/2008), and ther dtbm Barack Obama, the 44th
President of the United States.

The first

“Splitting the Department would remove the very stuctures that allow the
conflicts and tensions to be resolved. It would siply displace them to another
department and create greater separation betweenaf with planning know-how
and staff with environment know-how.

It is important to recognise that, even if the deMepment control function was to
be located elsewhere, the Department would still ed to manage complex
tensions on a daily basis, for example the issuirgj licences to discharge effluent
into controlled waters.”

The second
“The World has changed and we must change with it!”

For many years now | have been arguing about thecdmtrols in place, for the
protection of our environment and in particular,nan health in Jersey, as a
conseqguence of those lax controls.

These lax controls and protections were also hgbbdid in various questions by many
members that same day when they complained abedadh that the laws that would
penalise the States for pollution issues weremptace, despite having been agreed in
2004.

There is a new membership of the Assembly and theve needs to be fresh debate
about the value of our environment and our govereanti it.

On 31st March 2009 the Minister for Planning andvimment was overheard
speaking in relation to an issue involving oysterslersey. Later that morning he
faced questions on the environment in the States.

When he was asked a question during question tpoa an environmental matter, he
announced that his Assistant Minister would anstiverquestion as she had special
responsibility for the environment. In a supplenagyntquestion on water pollution
issues at La Collette, | asked the Minister witheaal responsibility for the
Environment, the Deputy of Trinity, what she kneir,anything, about oyster
contamination in Jersey. Her response was unreti@k8he stated that she did not
know anything, but recognised that | had askedahasry specific question which she
would speak to me about when she had looked into it

| pressed her in another supplementary questiomadmit did not receive an adequate
response to my question. My third attempt to esthlthe facts was realised when |
was successful in a subsequent supplementary gngttbled by Deputy Le Hérissier
of re-directing my question away from the AssistMinister back to the Minister
himself. The Minister responded to my question &wyirsg the subject was so delicate
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that he was not prepared to discuss it in publicthat he would circulate a note to all
States members later that day.

Later that day he circulated a confidential e-maiépared by the environmental
officer and the health protection officer regardimgsters and a contamination issue
that had occurred.

| append my last proposition and comments frompiteeious debate in which | was
unsuccessful, after having lost it due to the ustdeding that a “Champion of the
Environment” would be appointed; instead of thedché a Minister, the Assistant
Minister would do it.

Whilst | do not wish to cause offence to the DepafyTrinity or indeed to the
Minister, both of whom | like very much, | am sottrysay they need to look long and
hard in the mirror.

The game needs to move from pretend to supporemt@onment — to defend and
support the environment.

Under the current arrangement that is not possililglst both members would make
good candidates for Minister for the Environmergijtimer will ever make, a good
Champion for the Environment, whilst these 2 rolsain conflicted and attached.

The argument is akin to suggesting that conjoinégidst who are unhealthy for each
other should stay joined, as then at least wheyp bezome ill, they can both be
treated at the same time.

| expect that by the time this proposition comesvérd for debate, there will have
been another serious issue involving the environrtteat will come to our attention;

and again the conflict which exists will have ceshain atmosphere in which it can
occur and/or thrive.

Whilst | am mindful of the need to protect industrgm adverse publicity, especially
at this time, should that corporate goal extenleteping confidential, potential risks
to members of the public due to the fact that gmeeady of protecting the environment
and remedial action and proper governance is tethy¢o

We have a duty to inform the public about all angl potential risks to them. To issue
a confidential note instead of being held to actauthe States’ question time denies
the pubic their right to accountable democracy.

The civil service are on record in transcriptsha Environment Scrutiny Panel that to
implement a comprehensive EU bathing water directivhich would tackle this,
would be extremely expensive due to the numbeitreims that discharge onto our
beaches. The Island is a small place and the yaicigand vulnerable should enjoy a
far higher level of protection than we are curnggiving them, and a greater level of
accountability.

We allow the discharge into St. Aubin’s Bay of tezhsewage and untreated sewage
regularly, and we fail to take action to deal watheven monitor the viruses that are
much more damaging to health that are on all besaichdersey that streams flow into,
and all because it would require us to spend momegsolve these issues and/or even
test the water for their presence.

Page -9
P.3/2010



The civil service is keeping the issue of remedietion under tight control for not
wanting to expose the Island to the reality of paHution issues, and we conspire
with them to hide the issues from the public byeagrg to be briefed in confidential
e-mails.

The public expect that an elected representatilleciampion the environment, and a
member that has been elected should not acceptthleat duty of fighting for
accountability can be neutered by accepting ingpgublic responses in the States,
privately circulated e-mails.

| believe that the system is fundamentally flawkds certainly evident that the real
person in charge of the Environment and its brihains the Minister for Planning.
This is in my opinion a thoroughly conflicted role.

Financial and manpower implications

I am not able to suggest to members what thesedatmell In the first instance there
would undoubtedly be a cost perhaps, but | do lmioktit would be significant. The
Minister perhaps needs to inform this part of tledate in comments for us to be
certain, but in speaking with him he sees no dosbuld think that the cost of these
changes would be justified in the improvements thauld occur in our structure,
which would hopefully in the future demonstrateaaisg overall. There would also
be, in my opinion, an increased level of serviceh public and a strengthening of
our Government in its ability to meet the challemgéthe future. There would also be
a real champion for the Environment, and that ig Wéam bringing this Proposition.
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APPENDIX TO P.47/2009
Report from previous proposition — P.114/2008

| have been perplexed and troubled for some timer assues concerning the
Environment under the new structure of ministeg@vernment. Over the past
2% years, | have been trying to raise concernglation to many of the operations
and planned and existing facilities in the Islareterally, and found it difficult to get
the support for issues at the level | and othelig\®are necessary. There have been
many individual problems that we have experiengedNo. 1 District in St. Helier
which are on-going in the La Collette area in gattr. In my experience these have
given me cause for concern about the adequacyeddytstems that are in place within
the executive for the protection of the environmemd the health of the public. There
are a variety of inherent conflicts that exist wittsponsibilities of the environment
being part of the Minister for Planning and Envimemt's portfolio that need to be
recognised, so evident are they that in his spaeadblation to the ‘Provision of land
for lifelong dwellings (for people over 55) andstitime buyers: amendment to Island
Plan (2002) (P.75/2008) on 16th July 2008, the ister for Planning and
Environment said that if a proposal was broughtofeefthe States asking for a
separation of the roles he would support it. Iéaithat he and his Assistant Minister,
the Deputy of Trinity, have performed highly andwiiligence and dedication. They
have also been very willing to listen to me anceotton many issues as they arise, so
there are no personal criticisms of them whatsoeMee Minister recognises that the
environment and the planning considerations the¢ fdne Island are inherently in
conflict at present, and will be even more so ia filture. We are facing changes in
global terms that may, in the near future, reqailet more attention and resourcing
than we have currently provided for. If we are teemthese new challenges, then we
are going to need a strong Environment Ministryt thil champion the needs of the
environment in all its forms and one which will éfe@ us to continue to be a
successful offshore finance jurisdiction. NO Enwmiment — NO Business, period.
There are many areas that will be coming into fagitkin the next 3 years that will
make us realise that the environment is going tarbever-demanding drain upon our
resources and our considerations. | will not lingerthe issues as members, | believe,
understand them sufficiently.

The Scrutiny Functions

If we agree to these changes, the scrutiny functibeady carried out by the
Environment Scrutiny Panel could remain unchangsith small changes to Laws and
Regulations if required.

The process of change

The process of changing the ministerial structarenfortunately quite complex under
the legislation as agreed by the States. Unlikeerotbrrisdictions where a Prime
Minister or Chief Minister might be given considele latitude to create and amend
the number of Ministries, the situation in Jersag been very tightly restricted by the
States of Jersey Law 2005 and the Standing Ord¢he Gtates of Jersey.

The States of Jersey Law, at Article 18, statesttieaCouncil of Ministers consists of
a Chief Minister and 9 Ministers. The titles of éinisters are set out in Standing
Order 117. The restriction that is commonly knowrttze “Troy Rule” is translated in
the States of Jersey Law at Article 25(3) througtestriction which states that the
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total number of members in the Executive, namedyGhief Minister, Ministers and
Assistant Ministers cannot exceed 23 individuals.

There is no reason why the legislation could ncamended to increase the number of
Ministers to allow for the changes that the Staveslld wish, if the Chief Minister
was to agree, so long as the new Ministers wereerapdrom the existing numbers of
Assistant Ministers and a re-organisation of thedtxive accordingly. The preferred
option is clearly a matter for the States and tbeirsidered judgement.

Unfortunately, under the legislation as agreed h®y $tates, the rights of individual
members are severely restricted in relation to gimanthe ministerial structure.
Article 29 of the States of Jersey Law allows that€s to make Regulations to
establish or abolish ministerial positions and g$fan functions between Ministers.
Regulations made under this Article would therefogeable to make the changes that
| am seeking. Unfortunately, Article 29(4) statbsttonly the Chief Minister may
lodge draft Regulations under the Article. This ne#hat no changes can be made
unless the Chief Minister himself or herself isling to bring Regulations to the
States.

I am therefore bringing this standalone proposit@king the States to request the
Chief Minister to bring forward the necessary Ratjohs under the States of Jersey
Law 2005 to give effect to the change. In practices, of course, almost certain |
would imagine, that the Chief Minister would belimidy to comply with the request if
the Proposition was adopted. In relation to theyTRale, the only consequence would
be that if additional ministerial positions wereated, there would be a requirement
for the appointment of less Assistant Ministerstrsd the overall total of 23 was not
exceeded.

The balance of power of the Executive being inrtiv@ority would not change.

Financial and manpower implications

I am not able to suggest to members what thesedalmell In the first instance there
would undoubtedly be a cost perhaps, but | do mioktit would be significant. The
Minister perhaps needs to inform this part of tedate in comments for us to be
certain, but in speaking with him he sees no dosbuld think that the cost of these
changes would be justified in the improvements thauld occur in our structure,
which would hopefully in the future demonstrateaaisg overall. There would also
be, in my opinion, an increased level of servicehm public and a strengthening of
our Government in its ability to meet the challemgéthe future. There would also be
a real champion for the Environment, and that ig Wéim bringing this Proposition.
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COMMENTS

Deputy Le Claire’s proposition suggests the esthbient of a separate Ministry for
the Environment and gives 2 principal reasons fantimg to do this; firstly to give

greater prominence to environmental issues by iagat political champion and

secondly to remove the inherent tension of the 8tamifor Planning and Environment
having responsibility for determining planning dpations which may require the
acceptance of some environmental damage in pwkaigreater public good.

Whilst it is correct that there are inherent andawoidable tensions between
development — which is deemed necessary for ecanand social purposes — and the
protection of the environment, splitting the Depmht would not resolve these.
Ultimately, the tensions would still exist and wibstill need to be reconciled.

The balancing of these tensions and competing ifiei®ris the responsibility of the
Minister, who has access to specialist staff, mmtion and resources such as
Environmental Impact Assessments.

Splitting the Department would remove the verydtices that allow the conflicts and
tensions to be resolved. It would simply displakent to another department and
create greater separation between staff with phgnhinow-how and staff with
environment know-how.

It is important to recognise that, even if the depment control function was to be
located elsewhere, the Department would still neethanage complex tensions on a
daily basis, for example the issuing of licencesligzharge effluent into controlled
waters.

Planning and development control are environmefumattions in their own right.
They are the tools used to protect the Island’sirenment from inappropriate
development whilst facilitating necessary developiria a manner that minimises
harm. The notion of “Planning” as a subset of “Eonment” is widely understood in
other jurisdictions, including the UK, Scotland, M4 Eire, Isle of Man and
Guernsey, where it is also the convention for “Riag” to sit within “Environment”.

P.114/2008 correctly identifies that there are ificant practical and legal issues that
would need to be addressed if the Department wplie §Vhilst these are not
insurmountable, the potential risks must be undecbst In addition, set alongside
demands to create additional Ministries — such laigd@rotection — it would not be
sensible to make such a decision in isolation.

The Council of Ministers, therefore, does not suppt this Proposition.
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COMMENTS

Deputy Le Claire’s proposition is to establish Zoamte Departments, one for
Planning and one for the Environment. His primaggson is that separation will give
greater prominence to environmental issues by niéiig the inherent tension
between environmental protection and developmesggures and reinforcing the role
of the environment champion.

In addition, the Deputy outlines the very real nee@nsure Members’ Questions are
answered appropriately, that the public are infatmkeany potential risks and that the
environment is properly protected through up-teededbust regulation.

The Council of Ministers recognises that by brimgthis proposition the Deputy is
seeking to achieve laudable aims; however the Gbuwwes not support the
mechanism which is proposed. Dividing the existidgpartment will not achieve
greater environmental protection nor will it addréss other concerns.

Managing the inherent tension between development r@ssure and the
environment

The Deputy’'s proposition is accompanied by a previgroposition debated and
rejected by the States in September 2008. Whilsttiue that the membership of the
States is now different, the central argument remkirgely the same.

There are undoubtedly inherent and unavoidableidessbetween development —
which is deemed necessary for economic and sourgloges — and the protection of
the environment. This pressure is witnessed actbssglobe and is a normal

occurrence. Splitting the Planning and Environnigepartment will not remove this

tension. It would still exist and will still need be reconciled.

The balancing of these tensions and competing ifieigris the responsibility of the
Minister, who has access to specialist staff, mi@tion and resources. Planning and
Environment staff work together to ensure theseiteis are managed on a daily
basis. Splitting the current Department would reenthe very structures that allow the
conflicts and tensions to be resolved. It wouldpldise them to 2 different
Departments and create greater separation betwa#mwith planning expertise and
staff with environment expertise. It would worsée situation that the Deputy seeks
to solve.

Planning and Development Control are environmefunattions in their own right.

They are the tools used to protect the Island’sirennent from inappropriate
development, whilst facilitating necessary develepmin a manner that minimises
harm. The notion of “Planning” as a subset of “Eonment” is widely understood in
other jurisdictions, including the UK, Scotland, M& Eire, Isle of Man and
Guernsey, where it is also the convention for “Riag” to sit within “Environment”.

However, even if the development control functioaswo be located elsewhere, a
standalone Environment Department would still nmeshanage complex tensions and
competing priorities on a daily basis; for exampte issuing of licences to discharge
effluent into controlled waters or, to cite the Dps example, the need to secure
funding to implement the EU’s comprehensive bathiger directive.
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An Environment Champion

A fundamental change has been made since the Dbpught his last proposition in
2008. The Assistant Minister for Planning and Eowinent has been appointed the
Environment spokesperson. She does champion envénatal issues, both within the
States and within the Department. She liaises witkrnal bodies such as the
Environment Scrutiny Panel, and external bodiesh sag the Jersey Environment
Forum, the Advisory Group on Environmental Susthilitst (the Environment Think
Tank), the National Trust, the Société Jersiaigseaher informal pressure groups.

A breakdown of her duties in attached at the Appetudthis Report.

Her role does not preclude others from acting asremment Champions. Indeed, all
States Members should speak on the Environmentialbe/henever they feel it is
appropriate.

It is important to remember that the Minister fdarhing and Environment, in law,
retains overall responsibility for his Departmelttis therefore proper and expected
that he continues to speak on environmental isshes he feels it appropriate.

Public Information and Members’ Questions

The Deputy rightly points out that all Members’ @tiens must be answered in an
accurate, timely and appropriate fashion. Thissiseatial to the ability of the States
Chamber to function.

There is however, in some circumstances, a legiérbalance to be made between
answering questions in the Chamber and strayimgargas of commercial sensitivity.

In the case specified by the Deputy, the Ministarsidered that it was not appropriate
to release sensitive information by way of a vedrawer. He considered that it was
more appropriate for a confidential note to be greg. It would be the prerogative of

any Minister for the Environment, regardless of thiee or not they had responsibility

for Planning and Development Control.

Splitting the Department will change nothing irstnégard.
Proper regulation of the Environment

The Deputy is concerned that there are lax contveés the Environment in Jersey
and that these result in adverse impacts on humsalthh

It is important to note that the environmental potibn regime operating on the Island
has been significantly strengthened since the 2680. In that period of time, we

have introduced a new Waste Management Law, a nateA¥Pollution Law, a new

Animal Welfare Law, an Environmental Impact Ordarnew Plant Health Law, a
Conservation of Wildlife Law, and a new Water Reses Law. In addition, there

have been regular updates to Regulations affecithgr areas of the environment,
including Fisheries.

The Department is also planning to extend thisrobnégime, and is starting work on
significant new legislation around air quality, tmminated land and a review of the
existing waste law.
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Considerable steps have been made to increasetireranental protection regime
which operates in Jersey. It is clear from the amhf legislation in place and
planned, that controls are far from lax.

Splitting the Department would have a detrimentédat on this work programme. It
would result in a substantially increased admiatgin burden, and deflect resources
away from front-line environmental protection work.

Financial and legal issues

P.47/2009 correctly identifies that there are pecatt financial and legal issues that

would need to be addressed if the Department wasHEpese are not insurmountable,

but they are complex and expensive, and additi@salurces would have to be sought
as part of the 2010 resource allocation process.

Conclusion

The Council of Ministers recognises the need thabiclearly stated by the Deputy, to
afford our environment the highest possible leeélgrotection. It also recognises that
the need grows on a daily basis. But it disputed the solution outlined in this
proposition will achieve the desired aims. It vdlbsorb precious resources for little
proven gain.

The current Planning and Environment function iskiray, and staff are increasingly
working as one entity to reconcile environmentailies with development pressures.

The Environmental Champion role delivered by thesigtant Minister is bringing
benefits. It is complementing the work done by otBéates Members to ensure a
voice is heard for the Environment.

Accordingly the Council of Ministers does not suppt this Proposition.
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Planning and

APPENDIX TO P.47/2009 Com.

Environment

Minister and Assistant Minister Responsibilities

Minister

Assistant Minister

Strategic responsibility for all Planning
and Environment Issues

Specific responsibility for decisions on
Environment issues not requiring
Ministerial Order

All States propositions on Planning issu

es ChathefPlanning Panel

All Ministerial Decisions

All States propositions &nvironment

issues
Architecture and Design Press Releases from Environment not
those subjects opposite
Percent for Art News bulletins from Environment
All Press Releases from PBS and specific Lifelong Homes
Environmental issues below
Energy Policy Social Housing in conjunction with
Assistant Minister for Housing
Eco-Active strategy Advisory Group on Environmental
Sustainability
Energy conservation, Energy Trust Jersey Environment Forum
Tidal Power
Advisory Group on Environmental
Sustainability
Jersey Environment Forum
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