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Dear Sir,

PLÉMONT –  REASONABLE EXPECTATIONS

The outstanding planning application to build an up-market housing estate of 28 houses on the Plémont headland will be dealt with in the St. Paul’s Centre on 7 October 2010. These houses will be spread over a larger area than the derelict holiday camp and extend into previously undeveloped land in the Green Zone. The false claim is made that this will reduce their visual impact. There can be little doubt that the plan will replace one blot on this beautiful and historic landscape with another. 

 The convening notice for the meeting shows that there is a recommendation by the planning officers that, if it is accepted by the Minister, will enshrine a new planning policy that takes precedence over the very purposes of the planning law and the existing policies in the Island Plan. There has been no public consultation on this new policy and nowhere is it laid down in either the law or planning policies.

This new policy should be called the Policy of ‘Reasonable Expectation’.

It is expected that it will be claimed by the planning officers that their advice over a long period of time has established for the developer a ‘reasonable expectation’ that his application should be approved. This is in spite of the fact that at a previous Plémont planning meeting the public was informed that all pre-application advice is not legally binding on the Planning Department, as it always given under the “Without Prejudice” caveat. In any case the Royal Court has ruled that the Minister should not be restricted by previous decisions, provided only that his own decision is ‘reasonable’. 

Unfortunately, the Planning Minister’s failure to safe-guard the public interest by not contesting the appeal against development in an agricultural field (Field 621) in the Green Zone, has effectively accepted that this ill-defined, new policy of  ‘Reasonable Expectation’ will take precedence in planning matters, even though it contravenes existing law and States policy.

The Council believes that this is obvious nonsense.

The Council would suggest that members of the public also have an overriding ‘Reasonable Expectation’ that the planning law and policies will be adhered to, especially where a decision based on this new and unendorsed policy will lead to the loss of our cultural heritage that exists in the scenic and historic landscape of the Plémont headland.

We would encourage everyone who stood in the ‘The line in the Sand’ to turn up at the St. Paul’s Centre (Lower Hall) at 9.30 a.m. on 7 October 2010 to ensure that this unrecognised, new policy is negated by persuading the Panel considering this planning application to refuse it completely. Otherwise the attempts by the National Trust and others over many years to save this beautiful coastal headland, which received formal support by the States, will have failed, and important cultural heritage and historic coastal landscape will be lost forever.

Yours Sincerely,





John Mesch

Chairman

Council for the Protection of Jersey’s Heritage

