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Planning Committee 

(1st Meeting) 

22nd February 2024 

Part A (Non-Exempt) 

All members were present with the exception of Conn table M. O'D. Troy of St. 
Clement, from whom apologies had been received. 

Conn table P. B. Le Sueur of Trinity, Chair 
Conn table K.C. Lewis of St. Saviour 
Conn table R.A.K. Honeycombe of St. Ouen 
Conn table D. W. Mezbourian of St. Lawrence (items A1   A8 only) 
Deputy A. F. Curtis of St. Clement 
Deputy T.A. Coles of St. Helier South 
Deputy A. Howell of St. John, St. Lawrence and Trinity (items A1   A8 and 
A12   A17 only) 

In attendance   

C. Jones, Planning Applications Manager 
L. Davies, Planner 
G. Vasselin, Planner 
T. Venter, Planner 
R. Hampson, Planner 
J. Gibbins, Trainee Planner 
A. Elliott, Trainee Planner 
S. de Gouveia, Planner 
M. Popa, Trainee Planner 
H. Roche, Secretariat Officer, Specialist Secretariat, States Greffe (item 
Nos. A1   A8) 
K. M. Larbalestier, Principal Secretariat Officer, Specialist Secretariat, 
States Greffe (item Nos. A9   A16) 
C. Fearn, Assistant Secretariat Officer, Specialist Secretariat, States Greffe 
(item Nos. A9   A16) 

Note: The Minutes of this meeting comprise Part A only. 

Minutes. A1. The Minutes of the meeting held on 11th January 2024, were taken as read 
and were confirmed. 

Pumping 
Station Le 
Mont de 
Gouray, Le 
Mont de 
Gouray, St. 
Martin: 
proposed 
demolition and 

A2. The Committee, with reference to its Minute No. A6 of 11th January 2024, 
considered a report in connexion with an application which proposed the demolition 
of a pumping station at Le Mont de Gouray, St. Martin, and the construction on the 
site of a 3 storey, 3 bedroom dwelling with a roof terrace. The Committee had visited 
the site on 9th January 2024. 

The Committee recalled that it had been minded to refuse permission, contrary to 
the Department  recommendation. Consequently, the application had been 
re-presented for formal decision confirmation and to set out the specific reasons for
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properties, contrary to Policies GD1 and H1 of the 2022 Bridging Island Plan. 
Consequently, the application was unanimously refused for the reasons set out 
above. 

Having recognised that its decision was contrary to the Department  
recommendation, the Committee noted that the application would be re-presented at 
the next scheduled meeting for formal decision confirmation and to set out the 
reasons for refusal. 

Unit 2, 
Peacock Farm, 
La Rue de la 
Piece Mauger, 
Trinity: 
proposed 
installation of 
container 
storage 
units/constructi 
on of granite 
wall. 

P/2023/0474 

A8. The Committee, with reference to Minute No. A11 of 23rd November 2017, 
of the Committee as previously constituted, considered a report in connexion with 
an application which proposed the installation of 15 shipping containers within the 
car park of Unit 2, Peacock Farm, La Rue de la Piece Mauger, Trinity. A new 
boundary wall and landscaping were also proposed. The Committee had visited the 
site on 20th February 2024. 

Conn table P. B. Le Sueur of Trinity, Chair, and Deputy A. Howell of St. John, St. 
Lawrence and Trinity did not participate in the determination of this application. 
Deputy A. F. Curtis of St. Clement acted as Chair for the duration of this item. 

A site plan and drawings were displayed. The Committee noted that the application 
site was situated in the Green Zone and the Water Pollution Safeguard Area. Policies 
SP2, SP3, SP6, PL5, GD1, ERE2, NE1, NE3, HE1, TT1, TT2 and TT4 of the 2022 
Bridging Island Plan were relevant. 

The Committee noted the relevant planning history of the site, which included a 
number of previous planning applications (P/2015/1510, P/2016/1289, 
RC/2018/1284, P/2022/0397 and P/2022/0513 referred). The most recent 
application to install 43 shipping containers within the car park had been refused in 
November 2022 (MS/2022/0743 referred) on the basis that it failed to satisfy the 
requirements of Policies GD1, TT1 PL5 and NE3 of the 2022 Bridging Island Plan. 
Furthermore, the applicant had previously installed a series of shipping containers 
within the car park area, without the necessary permission. Following a complaint 
in 2022, the applicant had been required to remove the containers. The Committee 
noted that the previous application for 43 shipping containers was refused on the 
grounds that development of this kind was considered to be unsightly, and harmful 
to landscape character. 

The Committee was advised that the current application sought permission for a 
bank of 15 shipping containers within the car park to provide additional storage 
facilities, together with a new boundary wall and landscaping. The application site 
was an established self-storage facility to the north west area of Peacock Farm, 
containing 2 large industrial sheds (former agricultural premises), fitted out with 
self-storage units across 2 floors, with an associated car park to the north. 

It was acknowledged that the number of containers had been reduced and an element 
of screening had been introduced. The Department had decided that the proposal 
would result in an inappropriate development in a countryside location, which failed 
to satisfy the requirements of Policies PL5 and NE3 of the 2022 Bridging Island 
Plan. Shipping containers, by their nature and design, were likely to create an 
unacceptable level of noise during use, thereby causing unreasonable harm to the 
amenities of nearby residents, contrary to Policy GD1 of the 2022 Bridging Island 
Plan. Consequently, the application was recommended for refusal. 

11 representations had been received in connexion with the application.
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Plan and were supported by policy UI4. It was noted that the equipment would be 
subject to International Commission on Non-Ionising Radiation Protection 
certification as a requirement of both licensing and the grant of planning permission. 

11 representations had been received in connexion with the application. 

The Committee heard from a representative of the applicant company who advised 
that whilst the existing equipment had been installed at a lower level, below the roof 
line of the structure, the proposed new equipment would sit above the roof line in a 
relocated position. 

Having considered the application, the Committee decided to grant permission, 
subject to the imposition of the conditions set out in the Department report and on 
the basis of an additional condition which would require certain equipment to be 
painted brown to reduce the visual impact. 

Le Chalet 
Rose, 
Bagatelle 
Road, St. 
Saviour: 
proposed 
demolition and 
redevelopment. 

RP/2023/0969 

A11. The Committee, with reference to Minute No. A11 of 23rd February 2023, of 
the Committee as previously constituted, considered a report in connexion with an 
application which proposed the demolition of a garage at the property known as Le 
Chalet Rose, Bagatelle Road, St. Saviour and its replacement with a new 2 storey, 2 
bedroom dwelling with associated car parking and amenity space. It was also 
proposed to alter the vehicular access onto Bagatelle Road. The Committee had 
visited the site on 20th February 2024. 

Conn table K.C. Lewis of St. Saviour did not participate in the determination of this 
application. 

A site plan and drawings were displayed. The Committee noted that the application 
site was situated within the Built-Up Area (Local Centre: Five Oaks) and was on the 
Eastern Cycle Route network. Policies SP1   SP5, PL1, GD1, GD6, H1   H4, TT1, 
TT2, TT4, ME1, WE1, WE6 and WE7 of the 2022 Bridging Island Plan were 
relevant. The Committee  attention was also drawn to relevant Supplementary 
Planning Guidance (  draft Parking Space Standards (2023) and draft 
Residential Space Standards (2023). 

The Committee recalled that, in accordance with the Department  recommendation, 
a previous application for the redevelopment of the site had been refused on the 
grounds of overdevelopment and unreasonable harm to neighbouring properties, 
contrary to Policies SP3, SP4, SP5, PL1, GD1, GD6, H1 and H2. The scheme had 
also been considered prejudicial to highway safety, contrary to Policies TT1 and 
TT4, and insufficient information had been submitted to demonstrate waste 
minimisation, contrary to Policy WER1. 

The Committee noted that, in broad terms, the Bridging Island Plan Policies 
supported the principle of redeveloping the site for residential use. Policy support 
was not unconditional, and consideration had also been given to detailed operational 
policies and SPG in relation to the scale of the development that would be acceptable 
on the site. The planning history of the site had also been taken into account and, in 
particular, recent decisions. Having assessed the application under consideration, the 
Department was of the view that the proposed works addressed the previous reasons 
for refusal. The number of units had been reduced to one and the vehicle access 
improved with a sufficient turning area. Furthermore, the Department considered 
the unreasonable harm to neighbouring properties to have been alleviated by virtue 
of the fact that the proposed dwelling would project no further than the building line 
of the existing property. The view from the proposed dormer would be obscured by
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Planning and 
Building 
(Jersey) Law 
2002: 
recommendati 
ons in 
accordance 
with Article 
9A 

A17. The Committee, with reference to its Minute No. 8 of the present meeting, 
decided to make recommendations to the Minister for the Environment in connexion 
with the provision of storage facilities, in accordance with Article 9A of the Planning 
and Building (Jersey) Law 2002. 

The Committee recalled that it had made various recommendations to the Minister 
for the Environment arising from its assessment of the application of planning policy 
and that it was required to present a report to the States at the end of the first quarter 
of 2024. The Planning Applications Manager was directed to prepare the report for 
approval by the Committee.


