
762 

 

 Planning Committee 

  

 (29th Meeting) 

  

 Business conducted by electronic mail 

  

 26th May 2026 

  

      Part A (Non-Exempt) 

   
 

 All members were present, with the exception of Connétables P.B. Le Sueur of 

Trinity (Chair), M. O’D. Troy of St. Clement, K.C. Lewis of St. Saviour and M. 

Labey of Grouville, and Deputies S.M. Ahier of St. Helier North and T.A. Coles of 

St. Helier South. 

 

 Deputy A.F. Curtis of St. Clement, Vice Chair (Acting Chair)  

Connétable R.A.K. Honeycombe of St. Ouen  

Connétable D.W. Mezbourian of St. Lawrence 

Deputy A. Howell of St. John, St. Lawrence and Trinity 

 

 In attendance – 

 

 H. Roche, Senior Secretariat Officer, Specialist Secretariat, States Greffe 

 

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

 

Darna, La Rue 

de la Marais a 

La Cocque, 

Grouville: 

various works 

(PART 

RETROSPEC-

TIVE). 

 

RP/2025/1045

3 

A1.   The Committee, with reference to its Minute No. A3 of 16th April 2026, 

considered a report in connexion with an application which sought part retrospective 

permission for various works at the property known as Darna, La Rue de la Marais à 

La Cocque, Grouville, to include a  change of use to facilitate a commercial use, the 

installation of a new tarmacadam surface and the formation of vehicle parking. The 

scheme also included proposals to widen the entrance of Field No. 433A, lay  

hardstanding, construct a wall to the western boundary and a screen wall across part of 

the access, install timber gates and carry out landscaping alterations. The Committee 

had visited the site on 14th April 2026. 

 

The Committee recalled that it had been minded to refuse permission, contrary to the 

Department’s recommendation. Consequently, the application had been re-presented 

for formal decision confirmation and to set out the specific reasons for refusal. 

 

The Committee confirmed refusal of the application for the reasons set out in the 

Department report. In doing so, the Committee confirmed that the vehicle parking and 

loss of agricultural land were considered acceptable. 

 

Rochefort, Le 

Mont de 

Rozel, St. 

Martin: 

proposed 

demolition and 

redevelop-

ment. 

 

P/2025/10275 

 

A2.   The Committee, with reference to its Minute No. A6 of 16th April 2026, 

considered a report in connexion with an application which sought part retrospective 

permission for the demolition of certain structures and the construction of extensions 

and roof terraces, with associated hard and soft landscaping, at the property known as 

Rochefort, Le Mont De Rozel, St. Martin. It was noted that amended plans had been 

received which included the omission of 2 car parking spaces and part of the north-east 

roof terrace. The Committee had visited the site on 14th April 2026. 

 

The Committee recalled that it had been minded to refuse permission, contrary to the 

Department’s recommendation. Consequently, the application had been re-presented 

for formal decision confirmation and to set out the specific reasons for refusal. 
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The Committee confirmed refusal of the application for the reasons set out in the 

Department report.  

 

The Mount, Le 

Mont 

Rossignol, St. 

Ouen: 

proposed 

demolition and 

construction 

(RFR). 

 

P/2025/10173 

A3.   The Committee, with reference to its Minute No. A8 of 16th April 2026, 

considered a report in connexion with a request for the reconsideration of an application 

which had been refused by the Department under delegated powers and which sought 

permission for the demolition of existing conservatories and the construction of single 

and 2 storey extensions at the property known as The Mount, Le Mont Rossignol, St. 

Ouen. The conversion of part of the existing building to provide a 3 bedroom dwelling 

with associating landscaping, vehicle parking and bicycle storage was also proposed.  

The Committee had visited the site on 14th April 2026. 

 

The Committee recalled that it had been minded to grant permission, contrary to the 

Department’s recommendation. Consequently, the application had been re-presented 

for formal decision confirmation and approval of the conditions which were to be 

attached to the permit. 

 

The Committee confirmed approval of the application for the reasons set out in the 

Department report.  

 


