3.2 Senator B.E. Shenton of the Minister for Treasury and Resources
regarding the total amount spent by WEB and the States in developing a
scheme for East of Albert.

What was the total amount spent by W.E.B. (Watetfienterprise Board) and the

States in developing the scheme for the East oérllincluding the relocation of the

port, fuel farm and the development of residentrats?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf (The Minister for Treasury and Resour ces):

This was originally started in early 2007 when dssions commenced between
Harbours and the then Property Holdings about tengr planning and how
potentially surplus land released from the Harlmmurld be utilised in the longer term
plan for the port. A plan was developed and coteplen 2007. It identified the
potential creation of between 1,800 and 2,000 amdit residential units by
relocating the port and the fuel farm, thereby asieg land on the Elizabeth
Terminal, New North Quay and La Collette. The ptamsidered all of these from a
high level point of view, including wave modellingafety issues, relocating the fuel
farm and assessment of the construction poteniiag total spent on the project was
£548,000, including £351,000 paid by States departsy which included £70,000
from Harbours and Airports and £75,000 from T.T($ransport and Technical
Services). Clearly, more work will need to be doneany implementation plan but it
was decided in 2008 that the plan, while excitimgl &old, would need to be
delivered in phases. So | believe that this iseaniting and potentially highly
interesting and lucrative proposal which the new@il of Ministers will need to
consider the phasing and delivery of.

3.2.1 Senator S.C. Ferguson:

It seems that this is an enormously expensive groygh a need for a cash injection
halfway through of about £400 million. Does the nidter for Treasury and
Resources really think that it is viable?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

| do not know where the Senator gets her infornmati€ertainly, there is cash flow
and there is whether or not the project is findhcigable. The new Council of
Ministers will no doubt be wanting to turn its attien to the long-term requirements
of a port delivering a modern port for the 21sttagnand the appropriate allocation
of land for not only a port but releasing land irer to deliver housing. On the
contrary, it is a potentially beneficial plan fdret overall finances of the States but
obviously, as she rightly points out, there arehdésw issues which will need to be
worked through.

3.2.2 Senator S.C. Ferguson:

In fact, | get my figures from the Managing Directd W.E.B. as was and from the
Acting Chief Executive of the States who | beliewas chairman of the group
working on it. | understand, furthermore, that g®ject is talking in terms of
something like £900 million, so which pot is therliéiter for Treasury and Resources
going to produce the money from?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

The Minister for Treasury and Resources would motipce any money from any pot.
Clearly depending on who ends up where and if lewtercontinue at Treasury, we
would need to look at it in terms of whether or natould be funded or underwritten,



but certainly | would not envisage that this projaould see the light of day if it
required a public subsidy. There is a construadigeussion to be had with Harbours,
Property Holdings, Housing and T.T.S. in relatianthe best allocation of land
resources. There is a significant amount of lasdthe Senator will know, and all
Members will know, which has been reclaimed dowthatHarbour which also needs
to be factored into an overall allocation of lamt €tommercial endeavours for an
operational port and for residential housing andaige need to deal with the issue of
the eventual relocation of the fuel farm. So theme very many aspects that need to
be considered and this is a phased developmenis fifét piece of work was very
valuable in identifying some potentially good opsofor future Assemblies to
consider but these are years away, perhaps 20 y#e86.

3.2.3 Deputy P.V.F. LeClaireof St. Helier:
| wonder if the scheme will be passed before thadStv Harbours and Airports
Board that is looking at the Harbours?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

The Deputy raises an important point about an gpfate segregation of duties. |
regard the States as needing to have a propersdisouwith Harbours about what the
land is which is required for the future of harbdacilities to ensure that our
infrastructure in terms of our vital daily servicesbringing in 90 per cent of goods
consumed in Jersey coming from the U.K. (Unitedgdiom), they will continue, |
imagine, to do so and we need a 21st century podetiver that. There is also
potentially exciting opportunities if Harbours wasrelocate for creating residential
units on currently Harbours land. La Folie is ambarrassment; it should have been
vacated and turned over for housing before. Therealso opportunities of extending
the waterfront and rebuilding our traditional wétent and putting some life in it.

3.2.4 Deputy A.E. Jeune of St. Brelade:
Could the Minister advise who were the politiciansolved in developing this
scheme?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

Politicians have not been involved. It was a stdasg of the Council of Ministers, as
| recall then, that was overseeing it. They weoé involved over in the Steering
Group and | think it was the then Chief Minister Méa, it was myself when | was
Minister for Economic Development, the then Minidiar T.T.S. and probably Jersey
Resources, but | cannot recall.

3.2.5 Deputy A.E. Jeune:
But no Minister for Planning and Environment?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

| think Planning would have been a part of it besaabviously they are responsible
but they will be aware of some of them and theyl Widve been consulted on the
development of the very, very initial plans.

3.2.6 Deputy M.R. Higgins of St. Helier:
The £548,000 is not an insignificant sum. CanNheister tell us how that money
was spent, who it was spent with and whether itiwalse Island or out of the Island?



Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

Clearly, some of it was spent in the Island andesaiit was outside, and | am not
ashamed about that. Clearly, one has to bringxpertise in relation to wave
modelling and whether or not it is possible to cele the roll-on roll-off service
which was the original proposal to move the rolliofi-off terminal to the site of
land next to the hill terminal. Clearly, expertegout wave movements does not exist
in the Island and has to be brought in in additm@all of the expertise of what is, as
Senator Ferguson rightly says, hundreds of milliohgpounds’ worth of plans. So
some of that expertise does not exist on Islandsante of it was off-Island spent, of
course.

3.2.7 Deputy D.J. De Sousa of St. Helier:

Hopefully, 1 will get a much quicker answer. | waar if the Minister would let all
States Members have a complete and detailed breakdbhow this large amount of
money was spent and what, if anything, was incuaed what departments these
monies were tallied up with because you have omgrgus a few breakdowns of the
States.

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

| think | am already in trouble of speaking too rhuaut probably a better written

guestion if Members want an answer. This is obslpgoing back some years in
terms of the decision-making of it but | am morartthappy to get my officials to

create a note to explain to Members, and | thotlgetquestion was the normal sort
of giving the waterfront a good bashing is a gobohg. This is a pretty good

programme and it is a long-sighted, far-reachinggtterm planning of infrastructure
of the Island which is positive, but | am happyptovide a note.

Deputy D.J. De Sousa:
It was just a simple yes or no really.

3.2.8 Senator B.E. Shenton:

My view is slightly different inasmuch as I thinki$ is £540,000 of taxpayers’ money
wasted on an unrealistic pipe dream. Will the St for Treasury and Resources be
doing something to keep spending under controh@nftiture so that we do not have
these harebrained schemes and the waste of tagpayaney on them?

Senator P.F.C. Ozouf:

| think that my record in terms of States spendiag be testified by the Business
Plan. Itis easy to just simply carp from the Bioess. We are delivering reductions in

spending and we are doing what | hope the PublicoArts Committee chairman

would want. | also would say that, no, | do notemg There is a debate to be had
about what land Harbours need and how Harbourerised for the 21st century for

Jersey. There is an opportunity to create soneasel of land from within Harbours

properly constructed, taking account of the newdlareated and which can be used
for valuable residential land in the future. lteds proper planning and this was an
important first phase in it and | would ask the &en to revisit the fact that this is a

good project but will take many years to deliver.



