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Tynwald

The Court met at 10.30 a.m.

PRAYERS
The Chaplain of the House of Keys

[MR PRESIDENT in the Chair]

LEAVE OF ABSENCE GRANTED

The President: Okay, Hon. Members. Both Mr
Rimington and Mrs Cannell have been delayed thismorning
and will join us later.

Orders of the Day

‘Jurby village — a discussion document’
Debate commenced

8. The Minister for Local Government and the Environment
to move:

That the Report, dated October 2003, entitled ‘Jurby
Village - a discussion document’ on proposed
development in Jurby Village — be received.

The President: And we recommence our deliberations
on the Order Paper at item 8 and | call on the Minister for
Local Government and the Environment to move.

Mrs Crowe: Thank you, Mr President.

As | mentioned yesterday, the Report before the Hon.
Court today is about building a future for Jurby. The
intention isto help it to become a sustainable village, with
acentreand co-ordinated facilities, and with increasing and
improving housing, social, recreational facilities and
opportunities for work.

Sincethe Department’ sreport to the Council of Ministers
in 2001, positive proposals and developments have arisen
and these increase the potential for further development.
These include the announcement of the Government zero
tax strategy and renewed interest in the potential of the
industrial estate; the Department’s scheme for self-build
plotsfor sale for individual housing; funding approved for
public sector refurbishment at Jurby, which will total £3
million; proposals from Andreas Racing Association,
regarding the racing facilities at the airfield; the
Department’ s refurbishment of the hangarsfor manufacture
at Jurby; and the choice of Jurby as a preferred site for the
new prison.

However, it hasto be acknowledged that, except for the
building of the new school in the 1980s, the majority of
housing and industrial buildings at Jurby reflect 60 years
of under investment. (Mr Cannan: Hear, hear.) To turnthis
situation around and create a new future for Jurby will

requirelong-term commitment and considerableinput from
Government resources, in theform of social services, youth
and community education, medical facilities, policing,
transport and so on. All of thiswill be carefully co-ordinated.
This Report indicates away forward for developing Jurby
village by identifying the various building blocks already
in place. Thesearetheairfield, theindustrial site, theformer
campsite, and public sector housing at the Bretney and
Threshold.

However, the most important building block is the
existing community spirit. Despite, or perhaps because of,
the present inadequacies at Jurby, there is a strong
community spirit, a commitment by the local people to
continueliving in the area. It isthis spirit that is behind the
creation of achildren’s play area, the football clubhouse, a
cricket pitch and many other community efforts. The
existing community is, therefore, a valuable resource on
which Government needsto continueto draw if itsproposals
for the development of avillage areto be successful. While
still safeguarding the main runway as an emergency facility,
and protecting the long-term option of using Jurby for civil
transport, there is still considerable potential for further
expansion and, already, awide range of sporting and leisure
activitiestake place on the airfield, but this expansion needs
to be supported by the provision of proper camping facilities,
toilet and parking facilities, an improved pit stop and an
area for major motor sport activity.

My Department will work with Jurby Parish
Commissioners — and | am delighted to see the Chairman
here today — the Department of Tourism and Leisure and
the Jurby Users Association, to explore how these
improvements can become a reality within a reasonable
timescale.

Turning to theindustrial estate, the Report mentionsthe
reasons for supporting investment on the estate and these
range from health and safety responsibilities to
demonstrating Government’s commitment to industrial
development, creation of local jobs, and, by inference, to
Jurby itself. Ideally, the development of theindustrial estate
will go forward, with a mixture of both Government and
private investment, but in such a way as to support the
interests of small companies who require small, basic
workshops at affordable rents.

The Department has also identified a number of plots
that will be cleared to enable small- and medium-sized
companies to build their own units. These plots would be
leased at afair and reasonable rent and outright sale would
also be considered. To kick start investment on theindustrial
estate, the Department of Trade and Industry is proposing
to come forward in next year’s budget with a request for
funding to build some small, basic workshops—maybe 1,000
square feet or less — on land to be provided by my
Department. The Department will continueto useitsestate’s
revenue budget to gradually improve buildings that are to
beretained and al so to improve the roads and infrastructure.
For financia reasons, this will take some time, but it will
demonstrate my Department’s commitment to the future of
the estate at Jurby.

| would stress that there is no scope for turning the
industrial estate into a retail park or a high-tech science
park. Redlisticaly, it is going to evolve aong the current
lines, with amixture of industrial activities which can best
make use of the large spaces afforded by the hangars,
together with small basic workshops and plots.

Leave of absence granted
Jurby village — a discussion document —Pebate commenced
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The other urgent requirement of Jurby isfor avariety of
private sector housing that would attract purchasers with a
wide range of incomes. Asthe owners of considerableland
suitable for housing on the former army camp site, the
Department must play an active role in dictating how land
is released to developers and what mixture of private
housing there should be. It is essential that the housing is
built to a design and layout that would create a village
atmosphere and not a suburban estate.

With the Department’s other responsibilitiesin mind, |
believe that there should be an environmental theme to
development at Jurby, including low-energy housing and
other environmenta initiatives, substantial tree planting and
landscaping. The master plan attached to the Report
indicates how the new village at Jurby might look, with its
new housing, community facilities, enlarged school,
improved industrial estate, all centred round the village
green. Also shown are the camping facilities and the
racetrack proposed for the airfield. Hon. Memberswill note
the proposal to reroute all heavy traffic using the industrial
estate, so it doesnot impingeon residential areas. At present,
thistraffic travel salong past the school and past our housing
estates.

Mr President, although Government is actively
competing with the private sector in acquiring land for
housing, and industrial land banking elsewhere on the
Island, Government already has an abundance of land at
Jurby. Thisis an extremely valuable asset. | am firmly of
theview that now isthetimeto proceed and actively release
this potential by creating asustainable village at Jurby. The
report maps out a broad way forward for achieving this
objective. The actual details will require continuing
consultation and liaison with other Government
Departments and other interested parties, and, of course,
most importantly, Jurby Parish Commissionersand thelocal
community.

| should like to take this opportunity, Mr President, to
publicly thank the members of the study group, who have
worked on thisfor almost two years, and everyone el sewho
has had input into this Report. It is most encouraging that
all the contributions have been positive and supportive of a
new future for Jurby.

Thank you, Mr President.

The President: Hon. Member for Michael.

Mr Cannan: Mr President, it iswith very great pleasure
that | second the motion presented by the Minister for Local
Government and the Environment and | reserve my remarks,
Sir.

The President: Hon. Member for Ramsey.

Mrs Craine: Thank you, Mr President.

The preparation of thisReport has been comprehensively
carried out by the Housing and Estates Directorate of the
Department of Local Government and the Environment.

Jurby as it stands, gives the impression of being a
desolate, windswept, soulless outpost. Nothing could be
further from the truth. There is a strong community within
the parish who have been patient in waiting for long
promised improvements. Generations of children have
pleaded for facilities, which have been slow in coming and
supported by ongoing fundraising. A sense of isolation is

emphasised by the lack of public transport.

However, anyone who visits Jurby at the weekends
realises the value of the area for leisure facilities, which
attract many hundreds of people. (Mr Houghton: Hear,
hear.) The Department has taken all of these areas into
consideration and | am pleased that the devel opment of self-
build homesisunderway, and amix of housing devel opment
will prove beneficia to the area, which is predominantly
public sector housing.

Jurby ison an old RAF base, but it does not need to be
derelict. We have to take the initiative offered to usto back
the community, by enhancing the area. We can read from
the comments within the document that the aspirations of
the people of Jurby are not beyond the realms of redlity. |
believe them to be very basic requirementsin developing a
new lease of life for the community and which will give
them a sense of being nurtured, instead of forgotten. They
need the community facilitiesin which they can develop an
even greater focus on socialising and care for their
neighbours.

Thereisaplacefor theindustria estate, but quite simple
rerouting of industrial traffic will promote the village
concept around the school, shop and hotel, which can then
be a safe environment for residents, divorced from the flow
of heavy goods vehicles. | see that my colleague from
Rushen has distributed this morning an extract from the
Francis Report, which was commissioned by the Manx
Heritage Foundation —

The President: Can | just, Hon. Member, if | may; Mr
Speaker asked permission for it to be circulated and |
concurred.

MrsCraine: Oh, Mr Speaker, | beg your pardon. Thank
you.

The Report that was commissioned by the Manx
Heritage Foundation recommends the area to be a
conservation area and certain structures to be listed as
registered buildings. Thisiscertainly something that | would
wish to seek. This can be achieved without interfering with
thedesired development, but recognises many rare examples
of their type, of structures which illustrate the significant
importance of this site during the Second World War, without
doubt one of the most important events of the twentieth
century. These may only have survived through neglect,
but now isthe time to acknowledge their importance in the
history of Jurby, the Isle of Man and the British Isles.

The commitment to Jurby will be long term, but it is
investment that will change the face of the community and
provide a greater sense of self-esteem and value for the
people who live there. This community has been neglected
long enough. Now we have the opportunity to make a
difference to the quality of the lives of the people of Jurby
and | urge Hon. Members to support this Report.

The President: Hon. Member, Mr Speaker.

The Speaker: Yes, thank you, Mr President.

| welcomethis Report and | also support, and have done
for many years, investing in Jurby area. Certainly, as
Chairman of the Government Property Trustees (GPT), we
undertook quite asubstantial amount of work in those days
in terms of upgrading some of the buildings in the early
1980s, and it is fair to say that any investment since then

Jurby village — a discussion document — Debate commenced
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has actually been extremely limited and | think we wereall
keen to see development there. In fact, the old army units
were removed, but, unfortunately, nothing happened after
that, and so part of the site lay empty for along time.

So | am quite happy to support the basis of the document
that we have got before us because | do believe to actually
focusin on the needs of Jurby in the longer term, which the
Minister has made clear that this would be a long-term
commitment, isin fact a right way forward with what is a
substantial amount of land that isin Government ownership,
but most importantly, an area that has properties that need
investment and then the areaitself of course has a potential
to develop.

The Minister has said, in her opening remarks, that it is
her view to create a substantial village atmosphere and |
think that isfine, and there is no doubt that thiswill change
the style of Jurby, because it will change if we develop.
There will be new people going there to live, and so beiit,
and it isimportant, in creating something like this, that you
also have acomprehensive and integrated village, town, or
whatever, it becomes in the future, and has all the
infrastructure to make it work, because of its location.

So | have no problem on that and | have no problem in
supporting, earlier on in the Order Paper, the item for the
infrastructureinvestment which, | haveto say, and | listened
with interest to some of the comments that were made by
Hon. Members, in fact, for £814,000, or whatever it is, is
actually quite cheap. If you do an infrastructure
development, if | use that term, of putting in the main
infrastructure anywhere, £800,000 these days goes next to
nowhere, (A Member: Hear, hear.) soitis, in fact, a better
value than | thought it might have been, so, quite clearly,
we are moving forward to try and do this. So | have no
problem at all.

| am also pleased that, in the Report, it recognises the
importance of the leisure facilities up there, because that,
in itself, was always a matter that may have caused some
concern, because, quite clearly, the use that Jurby has
developed over the last 20 to 25 years, of the airfield being
used for all sorts of leisure activities, has been something
that has devel oped and grown. If it wasto be removed from
Jurby, the problem is that we have nowhere else to put it,
and, therefore, leisure in the Isle of Man would be worse
off. My concern would bethat, if we do set up auser group,
which has been talked about again for years, ultimately itis
going to have to be financed and, again, | would say that,
whether we likeit or not, at some stage, the Department of
Tourism and Leisure will have to be involved in terms of
financially supporting it, because thereisonly so much that
would be able to be raised from that facility up there.

That being said, what | am disappointed about in the
Report isthat the recommendations contained in the Francis
Report, which Hon. Members had sent to them some time
ago by the Manx Heritage Foundation, of which | am the
Chairman, wasareport that was commissioned by the Manx
Heritage Foundation into the importance of Jurby, its
archaeology, and the surrounding area.

| think that one of the problems we have, Mr President,
isthat weall see Jurby asabit of aplace—thisistheairfield
and some of its sites and buildings — a bit run down. It is
time we did something with it. And, in principle, | agree
with that, but I think we do have to be careful that we
safeguard what are, whether welikeit or not, buildingsand
structures that, collectively, are of historical importance to

the Isle of Man and the British Isles. (A Member: Hear,
hear.) And the point that they relate to the Second World
War, whichisinrecent living memory for most, isirrelevant,
because, in 20 to 50 years' time, Jurby and its defences, its
buildings and its structures, if we retain them, will actually
be extremely valuable to the Isle of Man (Two Members:
Hear, hear.) and to the British Isles.

It would be, if you like, asif they were devel oping Peel
and they decided to pull Peel Castle down, or remove part
of the Castleto allow a development. If they had done that
200 or 300 years ago, you might not have had parts of Peel.

MrsHannan: You cannot compare it.

The Speaker: Yes you can, because it is all to do with
the history and the relevance of the history at the time. But
the other important thing is, what | have a concern about is
that the working group are saying that they are
recommending that this area not be a conservation area,
and they arerecommending to look at some of the buildings
that are in the Francis Report being considered for
registration.

Now, Mr President, the first thing is, that it is a
responsibility of the Department of L ocal Government and
the Environment (DL GE), through the Planning Committee,
to determine what areas should be conservation areas, and
what buildings should be registered buildings, and it isits
responsibility in statute, not anybody else's.

| think that it isimportant that we do not just overlook
thisissue. | have to say that | cannot understand why the
planners are hesitant to consider properly making Jurby a
conservation area. A conservation area does not stop
development, and if you think it does, then just ook around
the Island, where we have conservation areas. Development
goeson. What a conservation area does, first and foremost,
is protect the buildings within that area and it makes the
planners consider carefully whether or not a building is
permitted to be removed, or a structure is permitted to be
removed. Therefore, it means that somebody cannot just
go in and pull a building down, and al they have to do at
the moment is get a licence from the building control and
give 28 days' notice that they are going to do it.

So, | think that we should just keep it in mind that this
area, potentially, isvery valuable because the structures are
there. | would say to Hon. Members, that if you have not
looked at Jurby and gone around it — and | recently went
around it with others —you would be surprised at what you
see up there that is still intact from the Second World War,
(Mr Earnshaw: Hear, hear.) and they are not anywhere
else, and the point that they were from the Second World
War does hot matter. They are now historic defences, which
| doubt will ever be repeated because of the time period
they were donein.

In the Francis Report, on page 56 and 57, he makes
recommendationsand that isthe paper that | have circul ated,
Mr President, to Hon. Members. In that paper Members
will see, under 6.2, the specific recommendations and it
saystherethat consideration should be given to designating
Jurby aerodrome as a conservation area under the Town
and Country Planning Act 1999.

The conservation area boundary should be the current airfield
boundary, including the technical site, but not including the regimental
site or the 1960s runway extension. This is a defined area of special
architectural and historic interest, which it is desirable to preserve and

Jurby village — a discussion document — Debate commenced
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enhance. Within this area there will be control over the demolition of
unlisted buildings and redevelopment. Within the conservation area,
consideration should be given to registering (listing) of certain
structures, namely the guardhouse, the station sick quarters, type F
seaplane/aeroplane shed, bomb stores, pillboxes and watch office. In a
conservation area it will be necessary to obtain consent from the local
planning authority for works of demolition of an unregistered building.
All unregistered buildings should not be removed without proper
recording, including measured drawings. This is important, because
original drawings of many of these surviving structures are not
preserved at the RAF Museum, the PRO, or within Manx Heritage.
Outside the proposed conservation area boundary are five pill boxes,

— and it lists them there, the numbers —

Consideration should be given to registering these in addition to those
within the proposed conservation area.

This is from somebody off Island, independently
commissioned to undertake a study which, as | say, was a
comprehensive study which Hon. Members have had, his
Report, which explainsthe whole history of the site of Jurby,
and | haveto say to Hon. Membersthat | believe we have a
responsibility at |east to ask the Department to look at this
in depth and not allow structures to be demolished prior to
this issue being resolved.

Manx National Heritage, of which | am Vice-Chairman,
was concerned about the time limit, in relation to the time
they were given for consultation for this document that has
come to Tynwald today, and the time limit was literally a
couple of days. A letter went to the Department, dated
23rd October, relating to the draft Jurby study consultation
document, and it is from the Director of Manx National
Heritage, where he says,

Late on the afternoon of Wednesday, 22nd°October, staff of MNH
were made aware that this document had been produced and had been
sent out to consultation on 17th°October, but there had been no approach
of any sort by the Department to MNH. On contacting the DLGE about
it, a copy of the Report was sent to MNH and received late in the
afternoon of Wednesday 22nd’October. We were informed that the
Report was to go to the Council of Ministers next week and asked to
pass on any comments by Thursday 23rd°October.

Manx National Heritagewrotethat | etter to me, and there
ismore in it, expressing concern that they were not given
adequate time for consultation. Now, Hon. Members, we
want to see the Island develop. Nobody opposes Jurby
developing. | do not oppose the Report on how we devel op,
but what | do say is that we should endeavour to protect
and ensure that properly thought-out decisions are made
before buildings are demolished up there, buildingsthat may,
at the moment, look as if they are not worth anything to
you and |, but, in fact, historically, they have a value and
that historical value will increase as the years go on.

So, with thisin mind, Mr President, | have put down an
amendment, and all it does is require the Department of
Local Government and the Environment to investigate this
and report back to Tynwald before any devel opments take
place that could affect this area. That is not going to hold
anything up, because the Minister has said in her
presentation that thisisalong-term commitment. Itisgoing
to take time to do it. It is going to take time to get plans
through the planning system. It is going to take time to get
the money to progress it and, therefore, | do not believe
that thereis any problem.

| would also ask Hon. Members to look on page 21 of
the Department’s Report, and it is paragraph 9, whereit is

entitled ‘Way forward'. In there it lists a number of issues
which need addressing and, Hon. Members, if you look at
that and go through thelist, it does not say that we need to
address the historical importance of Jurby, but half way
down it does say one thing:

Demolition of redundant buildings to be accelerated.

There are many buildings up there and structures that
are empty and they are not used as a building as such, for a
purpose, but what they do haveisan historical purpose and
| have to say that, if we allow that to go like that, | know
what will happen and you know what will happen - the
bulldozers will move in to start clearing out what are
perceived as derelict buildings. And | have to say, that that
will be done without thought asto whether or not they have
any historical importance, and | believethat that i ssue needs
to be addressed.

The Department then makes its recommendations on
page 22 and there are its lists of what it should do, but,
again, we have already had the study group, saying that
they reject it being a conservation area. It is not their
responsibility toreject it, by theway, but they reject it. What
we are asking for, and | have written to the Director of
Planning on this issue, as the Chairman of Manx Heritage
Foundation, is that proper consideration to this important
area be given before buildings, layouts, what are historical
structures, are destroyed.

So, if we look at the area we are talking about, we are
talking about the whole of the Jurby area being devel oped.
None of this is going to delay the development of Jurby.
Theinfrastructure has got to be put in, plans have got to be
finalised and drawn up, programmes have got to be
developed, funds have got to be found. Therefore, in the
interim, surely we should look at whether or not what | am
sayingisright, and whether or not what Mr Francisis saying
in his Report isright, and whether or not we, as an Island,
believe that there is potential here for safeguarding some
of thisinfrastructure. And | would make the point that, by
safeguarding some of the wartime buildings and structures
from the Second World War, thereisapotential, in thelonger
term, of developing and creating a leisure market in the
Jurby areafor historical value, the same aswe have for the
other areas of the Island, and that we should keep that in
mind.

Itisall too easy to say, let usjust sweepit all aside. | do
not believe we should allow that to happen and, therefore,
Mr President my amendment, which | wishto move, isquite
straightforward:

In (c) after ‘received’ delete ‘the full stop’ and add -
‘and,

requires the Department of Local Government and the
Environment to consider the recommendations of “ The
Francis Report” entitled “ Airfield Archaeology RAF
Jurby and Associated Stes’ , a Report commissioned by
the Manx Heritage Foundation, and to take the
recommendations within the Report at pages 56 and 57
into account and to consider the implications of any
future development proposals when determining the
future strategy for the development of Jurby, with aview
to safeguarding the important historical and unique
buildings and defence structureslocated in the area and
to Report to Tynwald with recommendations relating to

Jurby village — a discussion document — Debate commenced
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their future, prior to initiating any devel opments which
impinge on the historical buildings and structures.’

These are part of the Jurby Air Field and its World War II
defences.

Straightforward: not saying you cannot remove them;
what itissaying, isexaminethewholeissueand if anything
should be removed, then you make the case for itsremoval.
For goodness' sake, Hon. Members, do not allow us to be
put in aposition where somebody can just goinwith diggers
and remove things that, afterwards, we find, * Oh goodness
me, that was actually an important piece,” and let me give
you one example of where this happened.

In Castletown, the Highway Board, as it was in those
days, was clearing out the Dumb River because it had been
made a main river and one of the staff was using a JCB
digger and therewasthislittle bridgein theway, and it was
abit awkward for him to get all the silt out from under the
bridge, so what did he do? He got the arm of the JCB and
just knocked it all out of the way, dug it out and dumped it
into a wagon.

That bridge was built by the monks. He did not think it
was important; it was just a little stone bridge that you
walked over, but it is gone forever and that is the point that
| am making — we need to be careful.

If, at the end of the day, the case is made that these are
not important, well, so beit, if that is what is agreed. But
what | am saying to Hon. Membersis, we are not holding
anything up, let us please just add this safeguard to ensure
that theimportance of Jurby and theroleit played in World
War 11, in terms of what is left there at least, should be
examined thoroughly and reported back to Tynwald, as to
whether or not we should remove any of these structures.

| beg to move the amendment standing in my name.

The President: Hon. Member of Council, Mr Singer.

Mr Singer: Thank you, Mr President. | am very pleased
to see this Report come before us today and it has my full
support.

Hon. Memberswill beawarethat, over thelast few years,
| have always spoken up and supported the devel opment of
Jurby, possibly asthe new town that the Island would need
if the population continues to increase, rather than by
accommodating people around Douglas, adding to the
pressures on the infrastructure, which seem to be the
favoured idea within this Hon. Court.

| do think that we should be, and at last we are,
encouraging the use of Jurby, though we need to have in
place all the necessary financial incentivesfor commercial
development. | wish to see the provision of facilitiesto the
people of Jurby, which they deserve, and which they need
and they do not have now, but, in doing so, we have to
recognise that we ensure that any of this development is
done extremely carefully so that we do continue to have
there a vibrant and caring community, that all that is not
lost in the expansion of the area. | would like to identify a
few pointswhich arein this Report and which | feel need to
be further addressed to help achieve the main aim of the
Report in devel oping Jurby.

The first is, that we gtill have there the threat of this
animal carcass pit and, when we discussed thisin the past,
and when this Hon. Court decided to keep that pit there,
despite all the arguments as to why it should not be there,

anditisnot just for foot-and-mouth, it wasfor putting other
animal carcassesin at other times. That to meisablight on
the development of Jurby and | think, if we have aneed for
the disposal of animal carcasses, that we really need to be
thinking that through again. | do not think that the present
plan is to the advantage of Jurby at all and | think it isthe
wrong place.

| also was concerned when | saw it said that there was
no perceived need for afire station in Jurby. We are talking
here of an area where we may have many new houses, a
larger school, industrial units, motor sport facilitiesand yet
the road system is not good enough to expect, with alarger
community — because | do not think it is good enough for
the community as it is now — to expect the fire engines to
get there at any great speed from Ramsey and | really do
believe that we need to be looking again at a fire station
based in Jurby.

The second point which was touched on by the Hon.
Member for Ramsey is the need of aregular bus service,
because the bus service is abysmal now, the bus serviceto
Ramsey in the evening is not very good and | understand
that the Minister of Tourism has great problems in being
ableto provide enough buses and enough drivers, but if we
are going to have avibrant community and people are going
to want to go and live in Jurby and remain living in Jurby,
then they do need good communications.

| also think we need to look at the provision of the IRIS
scheme — there is no plan. When | have asked the Hon.
Minister ‘When isthe IRIS scheme going to be extended to
the north? the answer is, ‘we do not know, sometime in
the future.” But, here again, we are talking about the
devel opment of acomplete community, with business, with
recreational facilities. Let us have someideawhen the north
of the Island is going to have equal treatment to that of the
south of the Island and Douglas, as far as the disposal by
the IRIS scheme is concerned.

The other point | would like to make, that | think we
need to look at, isthe accessto medical care, because at the
moment out of hoursit would take probably up to 45 minutes
if an ambulance hasto come from Douglasto Jurby. That is
not acceptable. The people of Jurby must have access to
medical careand, therefore, | hopethat, when thereview of
the Ramsey Cottage Hospital’sfutureistaking place, and it
is taking place now, they must take into account the fact
that we are going to have thisincreasein population in Jurby
and that they should be looking at the future of Ramsey
Cottage Hospital as a hospital because it still takes 15
minutes to get from Jurby to Ramsey Cottage Hospital.

But there are positive things as well; we have just had
filming in Jurby; it is an excellent site for filming and |
hopethat will continueinthefuture. Also | would comment
on the Minister when shetalks about industrial devel opment.
| believe, Minister, that we can have actually larger industrial
development in Jurby than she wastalking, not just asmall
unit, | believethat we can havelarger units, encourage larger
units to come to the provision of more jobs and more high
quality jobsin Jurby. That is exactly what is needed.

So, with those comments, | fully support the
development of Jurby. | think thisisastep forward, but we
have to make sure that the momentum is maintained. If we
say ‘yes' today, then we have got to redlly start moving and
keep moving.

Beforel sit down, | would liketo pay tributeto the Hon.
Member for Michael (Several Members: Hear, hear.) over

Jurby village — a discussion document — Debate commenced



358 T121

TYNWALD COURT, WEDNESDAY 19th NOVEMBER 2003 Orders of the Day

the years for his tenacity and almost his blinkered view
looking nowhere else but at Jurby, to ensure that the focus
is kept on Jurby, and | would like to congratulate him on
the actions that he has taken in support of that community
which he represents.

Thank you, Mr President.

Mr Cannan: Thank you.
The President: Hon. Member for Rushen, Mr Gawne.

Mr Gawne: Gura mie eu, Eaghtyrane.

| have had aconsiderableinvolvement in Jurby, working
with the Manx Language Organisation, and | am certainly
very interested in that community. | think what is being
suggested in this Report is an excellent development, itisa
very important thing and | warmly welcome most, if not
all, of the recommendations within it.

There are a few things, though, that | noticed in here,
like Mr Speaker, that were of significant concern to me.

We were hearing yesterday about ‘Justice for Jurby’;
well, the plan for the increasing or the acceleration of the
demolition of redundant buildings would be an injustice to
Jurby. It would be an injustice, not only to the people of
Jurby, but, also, bearing in mind we are little more than a
week past 11th November, when we remember the people
of the various wars, to basically say, well we are going to
forget about that history, we are going to demolish it,
supposedly in the name of progress. | think that is crass
insensitivity to bring these sorts of proposals forward at
this point. | do think it is important that people support
Mr Speaker’samendment onthat basisand | certainly would
wish to second that.

A Member: Support the amendment.

Mr Gawne: That said, there are alot of good thingsin
the Report. | am very keen to notice, particularly, the
reference there to the grassland, as is mentioned in the
Report,

Airfield grasslands have been identified as the largest area of semi-
improved grasslands on the Island. This is an important area for
corncrakes and skylarks.

Certainly, | hopethat, within thewildlifedivision of the
Department of Agriculture, wewill be ableto moveforward
on that particular area.

Asl say, the biggest concern hasto be the way in which
the Francis Report, or the recommendations of the Francis
Report, have been so poorly dismissed by the study group,
which feelsthereisno need for the creation of aconservation
area, no explanation why, no consultation on the issue, just
a complete dismissal.

We should not underestimate the value that could be
placed on these buildings. It isnot just a sentimental thing;
there are potentially economic uses that the buildings can
be put to; filming has been mentioned, but al so the historical
importance could actually be used to bring people to the
Isle of Man.

The Francis Report makesit very clear that some of the
buildings there are, if not unique, amongst a couple of
remaining examples of their sort within the whole of the
British Idles, so | think it isreally important that we do not
dismiss these concerns. Mr Speaker, again, mentioned the

bridge over the Dumb River. | have to disagree with him
dightly; it was not actually the Dumb River, it was alittle
offshoot off the Dumb River, which | used to walk over on
many occasions, bringing the cowsin and out from milking.
It was awonderful little bridge.

The bridge that replaced it was really very useful, in
that we could drive very big tractors with big loads over
that bridge once it had been knocked down —

The Speaker: That istwo bridges knocked down, then.

Mr Gawne: Well, yes, but the point that | would make
is, yes, it was, commercially, considerably better for the
sort of operation in the farm, but what we lost was a very
important and significant part of our history, so we have
got to be very careful here, for commercial expediency we
cannot be too rough and ready in the way that we deal with
historically important sites.

| am very keen to support the thrust of this Report. It is
important, as | say, having worked for the Manx language
charity in Jurby, you could see there was a crying need for
facilities down there. | also noticed that, mentioned in the
annexes to the Report, there is a call for more pre-school
facilities in the area. Unfortunately, Mooinjer Veggey was
unable to continue working down there, simply because
there were not any buildings available. There are no
mentions in the recommendations of this Report as to how
the call for pre-school creche facilities and the like will be
provided, so | think that is possibly something el sethat could
be looked into again in the future, but | think that would
sum up my thoughts.

The President: Hon. Member of Council, Mrs Crowe.

Mrs Crowe: Thank you, Mr President.

Just speaking to the amendment, and to allay any fears
in the Court, and had | been consulted prior to the
amendment, it would have been unnecessary. As a
Department, we take due care of many of the Island’s
buildings that require preservation, or are, indeed, being
looked at for preservation. It was always part of our process
to consider, as we have done, the Francis Report. What it
says in the document at the present time is that we do not
feel that the whol e area needs conservation status; maybeit
will be considered in time.

We areworking our way around the |sland at the present,
with one conservation officer, trying to make sure that the
areas that need conserving are being conserved. We have
recently had areas of Douglas, as you will know, and we
have conserved St Mark’s village, so it is not the fact that
wejust said ‘No, we arenot goingto doit’, in time we will
be looking at al areas of the Island. But it is certainly true
| would have no problem whatsoever in the amendment
being considered, because, of course, it would be part of
the process that we undertook, in any case.

The President: Hon. Member, Mr Downie.

Mr Downie: Thank you, Mr President.

| riseto support the proposal that is before ustoday and
| would just like to put on record, from a Department of
Industry point of view, it has always been very difficult to
actively market and promote Jurby, because of the very poor
infrastructure, and the decisions that the Court have made
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this week will enable us to go out and market the Jurby
area much more vigorously.

For example, | wonder if Hon. Membersredisethat there
isno three phase el ectricity supply for Jurby, soitisvirtualy
impossible to run heavy equipment over 440 volts; for
instance, the telecommunications system is poor, we heard
about the water problems yesterday, there needs to be an
investment in a reasonable water supply, and | think the
decisions we have made will definitely give a major boost
to Jurby and, in fact, the whole north of the Island. When
you look at what is happening in Ramsey at the moment,
Ramsey now isreally the commercial seaport of the Island,
all we seein Douglas now isroll-on roll-off traffic, but our
traditional cargoes, fertilisers, timbers, agricultural
machinery, all of that business, cement, comes through
Ramsey and | think that anything we can do to stimulate
the economy in the north of thelsland will be avery positive
boost for Ramsey and the north in general. (A Member:
Hear, hear.)

| listened very carefully to the argument that Mr Speaker
put forward regarding the Francis Report and | would tend
to agree with him. Only recently | visited the Jurby area
and parts of the old airport with people from Granada
Television, and, on the back of that visit, we have been very
successful in attracting amajor six-part 90-minutetelevision
seriescalled Idand At War. Itisbased on afictitious Channel
Island called St Gregory.

ITV did go down to the Channel 1slands and they found
that the area was so abused and overdeveloped, that there
werelittle or no remnants|eft of their wartime heritage and,
when they came to the Isle of Man, they were absolutely
amazed to see what had been left intact and what, quite
easily, with alittle bit of whitewash and tender loving care,
could be brought back to their former glory.

Whilel would accept that it would be very difficult and
onerous to single out the whole area, as Mr Speaker says,
thereareasignificant number of buildingsin the Jurby area
and, should development take place over the future years,
they can be kept and maintained in good order. They are
not only a very important part of our military history, but
they also have an advantage to uswhen welook at trying to
make films down there and diversify the economy through
the film industry, so I, personally, do not have a problem
supporting Mr Speaker’'s amendment today.

We also havein the DTI anumber of new enquiries for
business. Within the next few weeks there will be a major
factory opening in Jurby and this factory will be
manufacturing timber-framed houses, and | am sure that
the news that we have received this week that the Jurby
areawill get a boost, there will be plots for sale and there
will be an opportunity for self-build. . . There is a new
initiative being taken regarding the former Packaging
Matters factory in Jurby, and, as was stated earlier, we are
actively seeking Treasury support for new start-up units,
money for that to comein quite early on next year, but, as|
wouldjust remind Hon. Members, thishas not been possible
without this significant investment in the infrastructure.

This is the key to it: if you have not got the basic
components on the site, you are wasting your timetrying to
encourage investment in the area. We must play our part
and | think, in supporting this motion today, Tynwald is
playing its part. We are giving the Jurby areaanew |lease of
life and | think the economic generation down there will
spread out to the whole north of the Island on the back of

this, and | think it is to be supported.

The President: Hon. Members, | appreciate that
Memberswish to develop their argument; | have six names
onmy list still to get through. Let ustry not to be repetitive.

Mr Houghton: Hear, hear.
The President: Hon. Member, Mr Quine.

Mr Quine: Thank you, Mr President.

| rise, really, to offer a word of caution. | can readily
recognise the need to preserve our heritage. | have no
problem with that. We have natural inclinationsto preserve
our heritage and, indeed, theinclination to do so is somewhat
insatiable, but | think we have to be discerning, because
preserving our heritage is a costly exercise. (Mrs Crowe:
Yes.) It is simply not a matter of ‘it is a good idea at the
time’, let us commit ourselves to spending more and more
public money. There hasto be an order of priority and some
realism into al of this, and to look at any proposition in
isolation, | think, is a disaster.

We have legislation, we have mechanisms for looking
at all the competing projects or potential projects for
conservation areas, for heritage and to simply pull thisone
out and to say thisisthe smell of the day, thisisthe flower
of the day, | think that is not avery sensible path to follow.

My underlying fear, however, is this: we have waited
60 years to recognise the need to have Jurby regenerated
and we have before us a Report which | certainly believe
will go along way to doing that, but | have thisfeeling that
we may unconsciously undermine our efforts by the
amendment which isbefore us. What isin prospect at Jurby
is a scheme, it is a concept, and the public money that is
going into that for good reason is very limited, not that |
would go along with Mr Speaker and say ‘£840,000, so
what? That isalot of money if you have not got it and the
day may come when £840,000 isvery important to us. Soif
thisis to proceed we are going to have to look for money
from the private sector. It has got to come through
developers who want to go there and if we start from the
premise of saying, right, thisis a conservation area—

Mr Cannan: Nobody will go there.

Mr Quine: —1 am afraid the private developersaregoing
to be put off from going there. (Mr Houghton: Hear, hear.)
| had responsibility for anumber of yearsfor administering
these matters, entered into numerous conversations with
developers for Jurby, | might add —

Mr Houghton: Hundreds of hours he did,

Mr Quine: And there has been a previous plan before
this one for Jurby, that is right, and the Hon. Member has
been in on some of the meetings with me. But if you go up
to a developer and say, yes, there is a great prospect here,
you can do all of this, but thisisaconservation area, that is
the one word they do not want to hear, because they will
back off immediately.

Itisquite adifferent matter to turn around and say ‘this
is for development’, and, in relation to other competing
projects for listing, these two buildings or these pill boxes
should be set aside, that is quite a different matter, that is
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specific and the developer knows what he is up against.
(Mr Houghton: Hear, hear.) But when you start talking in
terms of a conservation area of this size, you will drive
investment away. (Mr Houghton: Hear, hear.) | honestly
believe that we would be well advised to leave that
amendment aone.

Mr Houghton: Alone, yes.
Mr Cannan: Hear, hear.

Mr Quine: If these particular structures have merit —
and | am not disputing that; | have not examined them — but
if they have merit, then they will stand up and measure up
against the mechanisms and within the mechanisms that
are there already for dealing with these matters. (Mrs
Crowe: True.) But, on the hoof, to pick up an amendment
and a precis of the Report, and say this is going to be a
conservation area, look at this, consider this, because, once
Tynwald says ‘consider’, that means, basically, do it —

Mr Houghton: Leaveit asitis.

Mr Quine: My advice is certainly not to touch that
amendment.

If we are serious about getting this attempt — and there
have been others— to regenerate Jurby off the ground, then
we should work on the premise that we have that concept,
we are prepared to put that public money in and we have
got to then look very carefully at, and remove from this
equation, any possible moveson our part which would deter
private investment and, yes, as | said, there might be some
items out there which are really worthy of preserving, but,
as one who lived through the war, and has been in the
Services, thereis not very much which is grand about war,
(A Member: Hear, hear.) far from it, but that is beside the
point. If we are serious about developing Jurby, then we
have got to be very circumspect about how we approach
thisitem on our agenda this morning.

The President: Hon. Member for Ramsey, Mr Bell.

Mr Bell: Thank you, Mr President.

There are only acouple of points| think | would like to
add to the debate which has taken place so far. Firstly, |
canonly reiterate the comments| made yesterday about the
proposals for Jurby for the infrastructure that | strongly
supported. 1 welcome the moves and congratulate the
Minister and the Department now for taking the steps
forward, which many of us have believed to be important
now for anumber of years. At last we are seeing, hopefully,
some movement in this area, so | support the Report
wholeheartedly.

| do hope, though, that we can seethat thisisnot simply
a Report which iswell intentioned now and is simply then
put back on the shelf. We have been here before on anumber
of occasions, certainly in my lifetime in this Court, where
similar schemes have been considered and they havereally
gone nowhere at all. We have paid lip serviceto it and that
hasbeentheendtoit, so | hope, onthe one hand, the Minister
will, and, certainly in co-operation with the DTI, in
particular, take a more proactive approach to the
implementation of the proposals.

While saying that, | would like to put amarker down on

one particular issue. | did say yesterday that | believe the
development of Jurby is not just a scheme for Jurby, itisa
regeneration schemefor the whole north of the Island and |
still strongly believe that, but | would just point out and
ask, in fact, for the Minister to bear in mind that, whilst |
am supporting this move for Jurby, it must not be allowed
to detract from development in the Ramsey area, because
we are very short of housing, certainly first-time buyer
housing in Ramsey. We have had none built, really, for about
thelast ten years, even though there are one or two schemes
in the pipeline. We must not take the foot off the pedal to
get that devel opment underway and, likewise, whilel fully
support any movesto develop new industry at Jurby, it must
be borne in mind that Ramsey is the population centre in
the north of the Island and we need new industry, new
employment opportunities, in the town of Ramsey, aswell.

So | would ask the Hon. Minister, and whichever
Minister she co-operates with on this particular proposal,
to bear in mind that while, yes, let us press on with Jurby as
quickly aspossible but, please, Ramsey isagrowing vibrant
centre, aswell, and it needs ongoing nurturing, in terms of
housing and on commercial investment in the town and |
say that with one eye on the Tynwald.

Now, taxation strategy, where we have agreed to move
towards a zero rate of corporate tax by 2006; this should
give the Isle of Man a great selling incentive over many
other areasto attract new industry, new business, new start-
up business to the Island. So there is a great opportunity
here, now, to tie-in the development of Jurby, the
regeneration of the north of the Island, with a taxation
strategy which will deliver new business and new life to
the north of the Island.

| do take the point, though, of the Hon. Member for
Ayre, Mr Quine, where he says, if this development isgoing
totakeplace, essentially it hasgot to be private sector driven.
The Government cannot afford to do all thisitself, we have
to find and create the conditions which a private sector will
find attractive and will see asamajor incentivetoinvest in
the north of the Island. There have always been these
problemsin persuading people to come north, because the
airport is in the south, the main seaport is in Douglas, the
mountain has always been seen to be abarrier to investment
in the north of the Island.

Sowemust listen very carefully, | think, to thewords of
Mr Quine that we must create the best conditions possible
to encourage private investment, now, to cometo Jurby and
indeed to Ramsey and the north of the Island generally.
There is a great opportunity there for us.

Asfar asthe conservation argument isconcerned, | have
always been a strong supporter of conservation, but
conservation in a selective sense, not to conserve for the
sake of conserving, (Mrs Crowe: Well said.) just simply
because it happens to have some age on it. (A Member:
Absolutely.) And | think the impression is abroad on the
Isle of Man that we have, on occasions, gone over the top
on conservation and actually alienated people who,
otherwise, would be quite supportive of the concept, because
we have been too aggressive in our implementation of this
conservation philosophy. So, | support a selective approach
to conservation. If there are key buildings or key issuesin
that area, by all means let us look at it, but it is most
important, again reiterating the point by Mr Quine, that we
do not send out the message that Jurby, asawhole, en bloc,
is a conservation area, because you will not get business
coming in on that basis.
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A Member: The amendment.

Mr Bell: | see the amendment, but it is the message, it
is the perception that we need to be aware of here —

MrsCrowe: That'sright.

Mr Bell: —and | think we need to be very careful before
we give any sort of blanket coverage of Jurby, because it
will stop all the good intentions of the Minister for DoL GE,
and indeed the DT, it will stop their activitiesdead in their
tracks, frankly.

Mr Cannan: It will stop everything.

Mr Bell: So | will be supporting it. | think the
Department ought to be congratulated on the work that it
has done. | look forward to working with her through
Treasury to ensure that this development does go ahead,
but | would just like to finish on one point.

| congratul ate the Speaker on hiseloguence on theissue
of conservation and how important it is to maintain
registered buildings and our history for the future and | hope
those words have been taken up by Members of this Hon.
Court, when we talk about the issue of conserving the
Queen’s Pier, for which the Hon. Speaker (Laughter) had
responsibility for five years and | am pleased now he has
been converted to the policy that we should carry out a
proactive approach to conservation. So, | put the marker
down that, while we are conserving the north of the Island,
let us start conserving the Queen’s Pier, aswell.

The President: Hon. Member for Rushen, Mr Gill.

Mr Gill: Thank you, Eaghtyrane. | will be brief.

Thereareacouple of pointsthat | have heard that prompt
meto stand. First of al, if you think of the commentsfrom
the Member of Council, Mr Singer, where he made the
argument for a fire station in Jurby, on the pretty flimsy
basisof ‘what it may turninto’, was hisquote. Well, on that
basis, | would put amarker down now that I think we should
have onein Ronague, in casethat turnsinto an urban sprawl.
(Interjections) Probably onein Cregneash, aswell, in case.
So that is a nonsense. The rest of it was parochia tub
bashing, and | can go along with that. That is good
knockabout stuff.

Serioudly, | can confirm that the Chief Fire Officer is
perfectly adamant that the fire cover for Jurby area from
Kirk Michael and Ramsey is entirely adequate, and | have
confirmed that with my Minister in Home Affairs. So that
is a serious point raised, and | do want to refute that, that
the fire cover is perfectly adequate in Jurby, as it stands,
and there is no need, as we are at the moment, for any
additional services. But, of course, that will be kept under
review.

The other point is made by the Hon. Member for Ayre,
Mr Quine, when he talks about conservation areas would
put the blanket completely on any development, because
developers would not want to touch it with a barge pole.
My understanding, from visiting the area and from looking
at the map, is that this is a pretty limited area and the
amendment does not say that it is all to be a conservation
area, it saysit isto report back, and that sounds an entirely
eminent and sensible suggestion.

Mr Quine: That could take years!

Mr Gill: Well, we say it would take years, | do not see
why that should bethe case. Perhapsit would not have taken
years if Manx National Heritage and the Heritage
Foundation had been consulted in the process of collating
thisReport alittle morereadily than the entirely inadequate
notice that Mr Speaker has outlined earlier.

So, if we are serious about preserving buildings of
historic value, then let us look to track records, and all |
would say is, DoLGE, as my colleague from Rushen,
Mr Gawne, has mentioned in this very Report, says they
want to move on apace to demolish buildings, so we cannot
have any confidence on that. And if we want to look for
confidence, let us look to Douglas Head and see what
DoLGE are going to do with the camera obscura.
(Interjection).

ThePresident: Thereisno need to go round everything,
I’m quite sure.

Mr Gill: No, sir, thereis not and that is my point that |
conclude with, but | would have happily seconded the
amendment, as it stands. | think it is entirely sensible. It
addsto the Report. So should weinvest in devel oping Jurby?
Of course, we should. So, on that basis, | shall support the
Report, but | will also certainly be supporting the
amendment.

The President: Hon. Member of Council, Mr Gelling.

Mr Gelling: Yes, thank you, Mr President. | arise to
support this particular motion, and | suppose, other than
the Member for the area, | could say | know the place very
well, having lived there for 18 months, on what was avery
vibrant airport, and | have seen what it was like then and |
could imagine how it might actually be in the future.

| see very little point in having now established that we
are going to put the infrastructure in and not to actually
now continueand do whatever itisthat could be done, which
could not be done before, for the simple reason that the
services were not available, and my only worry is the fact
that we have already logt, | think, to the nation, the actual
plotting station, which was for the bombing range, which
was let go and that was an integral part. Although not on
the site, it was actually there, and it could very well have
been established. Now, | hear Mrs Hannan from Pedl saying,
‘No we have not’. So—

MrsHannan: No, no. It fell into the sea.

Mr Gelling: Oh, it fell into the sea. (Laughter) Sorry.

Anyway we have lost it, but, certainly, there are other
areason that station which have gone and it isapity because
they were areasthat did have some significance and | think
very much of the mortuary which was there. Why they
demolished it, | do not know. The footings are still there
and the dab is till there, but the mortuary building has
gone, but it was an integral part of the sick quarters on that
site, which did seewhat is some of the history of thislsland,
actually on that site.

But, certainly, looking at the amendment, | can
appreciate what has been said there, but | do not honestly
believe that anyonewould go in there and actually demolish
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these things that are of such importance, but we have to be
selective, because | well remember the Hon. Member
coming forward, | mean the Hon. Member for Michael,
when all the airmen’s huts were demolished. At that time it
was fear of the boat people coming to live on the Island,
now it is probably the asylum seekers, so if the huts are not
there no-one can live in them.

But, certainly, when | think back to the traumathat was
in the north of the Island, and the Hon. Member, Mr Bell,
from Ramsey, was talking about Ramsey should not be
forgotten, but certainly Ramsey was vibrant when the RAF
station wasthere, because the highways and everything were
constructed in such a way that the trip from Jurby into
Ramsey would, again, be something that would develop
and that Ramsey would be much more vibrant because of
it. So, | will support this. | am still alittle concerned about
the amendment, as to whether it will hold up the actual
development down there, but, certainly, | think it is
something that we should support today, sir.

The President: Hon. Member for Garff, Mr Rodan.

Mr Rodan: Mr President, quite clearly the motion is
going to receive universal support today and, from the
debate, it is clear there is a wide range of sympathy for
those elements of development that have to do with the
historic area, that is Jurby airfield, and the need to conserve
and protect important structures. And | think we all have
sympathy with that position. The problem that | share with
other speakers is the practical effect of the passing of the
amendment in bringing both of those worthy objectives
about.

Now, the amendment, actually, isin two parts. Thefirst
half requires the Department to take recommendations in
the Francis Report into account, and to consider the
implications of any future development proposals when
determining the future strategy for the development of Jurby.
And the Minister has clearly indicated that she has no
problem in running with that element of the amendment.
The amendment does go on to state that there should be a
report to Tynwald, with recommendations relating to the
future of these buildings, prior to initiating any
developmentswhich impinge on the historical buildingsand
structureswhich are part of the Jurby airfield and the World
War || defences. My concern relates, not to the good intent
of the Department — and the Minister has clearly indicated
that care will be taken in the development proposals to
ensure that these historic structures are considered — my
concern is, | think, the length of time now that will be
reguired to report to Tynwald to bring the report back, and,
inwaiting, will thisin fact put on hold the Jurby plan? Will
it put the prison development on hold, as | understand, the
prisonisto be on apart of theairfield in the area? That will
all have to be considered and Tynwald will need to
pronounceitself satisfied that the prison is not going to run
contrary to what isintended through this amendment. So, |
stand to be corrected, but if this holds up the prison, Hon.
Members, please think carefully before you run with the
amendment.

The Report itself, on page 14, does clearly state that the
study group — and | would remind Mr President that the
study group includeson it arepresentative from the planning
and building control section of the Department —feelsthere
is no need for the creation of a conservation area, but, in

respect of the registration and preservation of existing
buildings, asis detailed in the Francis Report, and read out
by Mr Speaker, thisrequiresfurther consultation with MNH,
and that will clearly be bound to happen. Mr Speaker said,
if 1 heard him right, that he did not think the Department
had any right to say whether or not there should be a
conservation area.

The Speaker: No. | did not say that.

Mr Rodan: With respect, it is the Department’s very
job (Mrs Crowe: Absolutely.) to identify whether an area
should be put forward for consideration as a conservation
area.

The Speaker: That iswhat | said.
Mr Rodan: That isthe Department’s job —
The Speaker: Hear, hear.

Mr Rodan: - and the Department, certainly, having
accepted this Report, and that is moving the Report, is
clearly of the view that thereisno need for the creation of a
conservation area, and | suspect that it has come to this
view becauseit knowsthat conservation areastatus certainly
furthersthe most worthy objective of giving protection, but
it also introduces time-consuming procedures for
development. It does not sterilise the development.

It does not sterilise. Mr Speaker isright, that it isnot a
process that stops anything happening, but, without
guestion, because of the necessity, which is spelled out in
the Francis Report extract, to obtain consent from the local
planning authority beforethereisany demalition, inevitably
it will lead to slower devel opment taking place. It isthefor
the Court to decide whether that is the way it feels the
development of Jurby should take place.

But if, coming back to the requirement of the amendment
to report to Tynwald, that Report does say that aconservation
area should be set up, for whatever reason, let us be under
no illusion, that that very process of consideration itself
takestime, and there will be aconsiderablelengthy process
of consultation with the community. There will be have to
be apublic inquiry by an inspector, who will then report to
the Department. That report will then have to be brought to
Tynwald. All this could take many months.

If that isthe way we want to go, fine, but please accept
that the consequence will be this Report, in my opinion,
being put on hold, asfar asitsimplementation is concerned.
| do not think we want that; we do want the Department to
carefully takeinto account, in parallel with the devel opment,
the necessity to look after the historic structures and what
would be the potential conservation area, but | rather fear
that running with the amendment will have unintended
consequences that are actually going to be more serious
than we might imagine.

The President: Hon. Member for Peel, Mrs Hannan.

MrsHannan: Thank you Eaghtyrane.

| was not going to speak on this particular issue, but
things have been said that bring me to my feet, but one of
the things which really surprises me is the attitude of
Ministers, especially thelast Minister who has spoken, with
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regard to Tynwald holding things up.

We are here to consider issues such asthis. We are here
to direct. It is not a study group which has a brilliant idea
and then we just say, ‘Oh that is lovely. Yes, carry on with
it.” We are the parliament, and | am sorry if the executives
do not like what the parliament has to consider, or thetime
that it takes. | am absolutely appalled by the comments of
the previous speaker, ‘ Oh it might hold things up by having
a study into a conservation area.” We have had plenty of
time, as Members have said around here. You know the
timethat is taken.

I have concerns about whether it should be a
conservation area, but the study report actually saysthat, in
respect of a registering or preservation of the existing
building, further consultation is required with MNH. Why
can it not be reported back? Why cannot the thoughts of a
conservation area be reported back? | am really appalled
that we should be treated in such an inconsiderate way by
Ministers. | really am. Legislation comesinto being because
we consider it, and if it is there, then that is the direction
which can be entered into or not. But, if something needsto
come before Tynwald Court, then it has to come before
Tynwald Court for consideration.

A comment has been made about Jurby being more
important than Peel, or just asimportant as Peel Castle. We
have to remember, and that is the reason why | wanted to
comment on this, human habitation has been recorded in
Peel Castle and St Patrick’s Isle for over 10,000 years, to
my knowledge, and all sorts of areas, communities,
religious, monasteries and also military. The comparison
should have been Jurby and Castle Rushen, (Laughter) for
the military context. Now | would just like to put that on
record, because | think that it is important that that is on
record.

TheMinister for Treasury —and | know that ison record
now — but | would just like to talk a little bit about
conservation areas, because the Minister for Treasury said
about them being aggressive, with regard to conservation
areas. In actual fact, | do not think that we are aggressive
enough. | think we declare aconservation area, and we have
done recently in Douglas, but we have not provided the
funds. We should be providing the funds. Oncewe say itis
aconservation area, we should be saying ‘ Yes, and thereis
money there to support that.” We are saying, ‘ We should be
doing this, that and the other,” but there are not the funds
there to support it, and this is really what we should be
concentrating on.

| accept, with regard to Jurby, if you are creating a
conservation area it is an area, and so, then, you have to
take into account building, relation to building. If you are
registering and preserving an existing building, it can be
that building in isolation, you do not have to take into
account the surrounds. And so thereisthis aspect of it, and
that should be considered, but | do not think it should bein
consultation with MNH. There are anumber of other people
that should be consulted in regard to thisand, | hope, whether
the amendment is accepted or not, the Department of Local
Government will take a bigger outlook on the whole thing
with consultation, and not just MNH, becausethere are other
people that should be involved.

And | say that in relationto Queen’s Pier, simply because
the project that was put forward wasretaining it in the way
that it was built, not bringing in all sorts of other things
which actually devalue it and that report, | think, was

accepted by Tynwald. The actual conservation aspect of
Queen’s Pier was paramount, and it was Mr Speaker that
initially started up, through GPTs, which he mentioned,
Laxey Wheel and the environs there, which will have been
mentioned in later documentation we are considering before
this, but also the introduction of registered buildings and
conservation areas, when he was Minister for Local
Government and the Environment. So, in one way, | am
attacking Mr Speaker for what he has said, but, on the other
side, | am actually supporting the work that he has done
while he has been a Member and the representative for
Castletown.

The President: Hon. Member of Council, Mr Lowey.

Mr Lowey: Thank you Mr President.

| would like us to get back, really, to what is on the
Order Paper. (Mr Karran: Hear, hear.) We have gone a
long way around, really, and | think thereisuniversal support
in this Court for Jurby.

Can | now, first of al, just go back afew days?| think it
was an interview on Manx Radio by a lady, a resident of
Jurby, who had been asked for her comments on the plan
for Jurby. And thislady said, and | quote, ‘ Good idea, but it
will never happen'.

Mr Corkill: That'sright.

Mr Lowey: She has lived through it more than once,
and | thought that isawful cynical, me, apolitician, saying
about aresident of Jurby that she was being cynical, but, if
she was in this Court today, she would be forgiven for
coming out with that expression, ‘ Here they are saying, yes,
but here is an amendment that may inhibit.’

| have no doubt it is not the intention of Mr Speaker,
who says so repeatedly, that it is not his intention to slow
thingsdown or to inhibit, but | am afraid, in examination of
his amendment, you will see that it will do just that. (A
Member: Absolutely.) Not forgetting the overall thing for
private enterprise, and | do generally sharethe Hon. Member
for Ayre, Mr Quine's, view, that | think we have to take it
asapartnership here. We put the seed cornin and, hopefully,
attract private money and it will do.

Mr Speaker’s amendment, really, is in two parts. The
latter part is the one where | do think it will inhibit and
slow down.

And to report to Tynwald with recommendations relating to their future,
prior to initiating any developments.

If that is not a classic, You can do nothing until you put a
report together and report.

Two points on that. First of all, there is not a load of
officersin the Department, (Mrs Crowe: Absolutely.) with
time to do an academic exercise and then put all the
procedures that conservation areas and conservation on
particular buildings will take. Now, that is genuine and |
have to say to Mr Speaker, also, that | did read the Francis
Report; in fact, | congratulate the people who sponsored it
and put it into being.

Like the Hon. Member of Council, Mr Gelling, 1, too,
have fond memories, not as a serviceman, but as someone
who actualy went there in athletics teams and competed
and shared the general experience and social, the pool
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ballroom in Ramsey and all that jazz. That is my misspent
youth, but the place was vibrant, so it can happen. It can
create a situation, which we are attempting to do.

The Minister, as | said in my opening remark, my
Minister, in her opening remarks, ‘ Of coursewewould take
note of what the conservation people say and this Francis
Report.” We will, obviously, having had this debate and the
expressions that have been put forward, take that into
account. It would be very foolish not to. But | do think there
comes atime in history, where you have got to go with the
flow. You have got to take the time. You have got to take
the opportunity.

Hereisan opportunity for Jurby. Everybody has agreed
it isagood idea. We have put the right amount of money,
maybe not quite enough, but the right amount of money
that we can afford at this time. Let’s go for it, bearing in
mind our history, but | have to say to Mr Speaker, for
example, | am apprehensive. | am, in another part of the
Government, the proud owner of two huts that came from
Jurby —that is, in the Wildlife Park. They should have been
demolished fiveyearsago. | mean, they leak, but they have
doneasterling job. | have to say they came from Jurby and
| am sure they must be the only two in captivity in Europe,
or in Britain, and, before | demolish them, do | have to get
permission? | am in effect . . . Mr President reminds me
that there is another one in Colby Football Club, but even
they are about to demolish that and move forward.

| am only illustrating the point that you can become
obsessive and there hasto be abalance. | mean, we knocked
down, in our haste, just after the Second World War, all the
Nissen huts on the Isle of Man. Now, they were a part of
our history, but we had to demolish them for practical
reasons. | do believethe people of Jurby —and | have aways
defended them, whether it was animal welfare or the late J
J Radcliffe, predecessor to the Hon. Member for ‘ Justice
for Jurby’ — have a right to expect today that we give
wholehearted support to this particular scheme, and | think
we can do that, and accommodate Mr Speaker’s, no doubt,
desire, which is, we should omit the last part.

Everything in there requires the Department of Local
Government and the Environment to consider the
recommendations of the Francis Report, entitled Airfield
Archaeology, RAF Jurby and associated sites, a report
commissioned by the Manx Heritage Foundation and to take
the recommendations within the Report, at pages 56 and
57, into account and to consider the implications of any
future devel opment proposals, when determining the future
strategy for the development of Jurby, with a view to
safeguarding the important historical and unique buildings
and defence structures located in the area.’

| think you can stop there, because | am quite sure the
Department will do just that, as already initiated in her
opening remarks by the Minister in moving it. That iswhat
isrequired, therest iswhat | would call, what will be used
to delay and inhibit those requirements. | do not care, and it
is not a crime for Ministers to want to get their policy
through, and, in my view, on this occasion, we have to be
pragmatic, and | do believe, if you accept the amendment
standing in my name, you accommodate both Mr Speaker
and the Minister, who is moving the original resolution.

So | beg to move the amendment, that | believe hasbeen
circulated, that stands in my name,

In (c) after ‘received’ delete ‘the full stop’ and add -
‘ and,

requires the Department of Local Government and the
Environment to consider the recommendations of ‘ The
Francis Report’ entitled “ Airfield Archaeology RAF
Jurby and Associated Stes’ , a Report commissioned by
the Manx Heritage Foundation, and to take the
recommendations within the Report at pages 56 and 57
into account and to consider the implications of any
future development proposals when determining the
future strategy for the development of Jurby, with a view
to safeguarding the important historical and unique
buildings and defence structures located in the area.’

The President: Hon. Member Mr Braidwood.

Mr Braidwood: Thank you, Mr President.

I will not try to be repetitive and | will second the
amendment standing in the name of Mr Lowey because,
yesterday, we passed the upgrading of the infrastructure of
Jurby and al so the extrafees, pre-contract feesfor the prison
redevel opment programme and some of thefears| had were
raised by the Hon. Member for Garff, Mr Rodan, in
particular, thelast part of the amendment which was moved
by Mr Speaker:

To report to Tynwald with recommendations relating to their future,
prior to initiating any developments which impinge on the historical
buildings and structures which are part of Jurby airfield and its World
War II defences.

MrsHannan: Impinging.

Mr Braidwood: My fear was that this would stop the
development of the prison, although we are way away from
any of the buildings, but wewould still haveto report back,
because thereis going to be adevelopment on Jurby airfield
which would have been in that area and | have to agree
with the Hon. Member for Ayre that, at the present time,
those buildings which are listed, the guardhouse, station
sick quarters, type‘F' seaplane, et cetera, could beregistered
and preserved and it would give the Department, then, time
to come back when looking at the Francis Report. Those
were my fears.

The answer to a fire station by the Hon. Member of
Council, Mr Singer, has been entered by my colleague on
the Department. At least, then, it can go back, the
Department can consider the amendment and eventually
come forward, but, at the present time, Mr President, | will
be supporting the amendment standing in the name of
Mr Lowey.

ThePresident: Hon. Member for Ramsey, Mrs Craine.

Mrs Craine: Thank you, Mr President. | would like to
speak to Mr Speaker’s amendment.

In his amendment, he asks that we take the
recommendations within the Francis Report, at pages 56
and 57 into account and the recommendations actually say,

consideration should be given to designating Jurby aerodrome as a
conservation area.

Consideration. It doesnot say that it should, or it should
not, but that it should be considered. When Mr Lowey rose
with his amendment, he finished his comments at a point
where he said, on Mr Speaker’s amendment,
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Tynwald, with recommendations relating to their future, prior to
initiating any developments.

‘Any developments'. That is not what Mr Speaker’s
amendment says.
Mr Speaker’s amendment says,

any developments which impinge on the historical buildings and
structures which are part of the Jurby airfield and its World War II
defences.

| would ask Members, for amoment, just to turn to the
map in the Report, because, on the map, you will see the
area designated and, if you consider the purple area of this
plan, you will see in the centre there the Airfield Heritage
Centrewhich isat the moment the guardhouse, or has been.
The areato the bottom and right of that isthe only areathat
would, in any way, be affected by retaining the type ‘F
seaplane/aeroplane shed.

Out of that area, and at the bottom corner, you will see
there is the control tower, which, in the Report, is referred
to as the ‘watchtower’. It has already been questioned by
the Manx Heritage Foundation, the validity of retaining the
sick quarters, because they are not unique, in a sense, and
so aline of reasonableness has been drawn there.

The pill boxes are scattered outside of the entirety of
this area off this plan.

Thebomb storeisat the bottom right-hand corner, below
the proposed improved public transport link. So you see,
colleagues, that, when we are actually talking about
development ‘impinging on historical structures', we are
not actually talking about these structures being in the way
of the development at all. | would be concerned if it wasto,
but there is no way in which any proposal for Jurby should
be held up by Mr Speaker’s amendment. It is quite explicit
inits recommendations and it would be for us, as Tynwald,
to decide whether we accept those recommendations.

The reports are here, the Director of Manx National
Heritage has seen the Francis Report a year ago. It has,
maybe, now just gone to Manx National Heritage
themselvesfor their consideration in thislight, but they are
not unfamiliar with it, (Mrs Crowe: Absolutely.) and |
would suggest that there is no necessity for fears that this
would delay the project. Jurby iswhat it is. Just as Ramsey
is a seaport and Castletown has its castle and its defences.
Jurby isbased on an old RAF base, and you cannot remove
that identity. What we need to do is to develop on that
identity and do not be carried away with the bulldozer, be
sensiblein what wewant to preserve, but, for heaven’s sake,
let us just take the time to make the right decision, and |
support Mr Speaker’s amendment.

The President: Hon. Member, Mr Anderson.

Mr Anderson: Thank you, Mr President.

| am broadly supportive of the aspirations of this study.
However, | do have some questions for the Minister for
clarification.

Could I, firstly, ask the Minister, does this Jurby Plan
signify a change in Government policy, as she highlighted
in her introductory remarks that this would take pressure
off development of the rest of the Island?

For quite sometime several Members of thisHon. Court
have been imploring Government policy to look at putting
major development in one area of the Island and take

pressure off various parts of the Island. So can | ask the
Minister, doesthissignify achangein policy?1, personally,
thought alocation south of Douglas would be morelogical
for that, but, if thisisachangein policy, | welcomeit.

| was also pleased to hear again of the self-build plots
to be made available at Jurby and would ask, isit possible
that this scheme could be rolled out across any other areas
of the Island? And my final point, Mr President, as the
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Forestry has no
other emergency burial pit, something weall hopewill never
be needed, could the Minister confirm that any
developments will not compromise this scenario, if it was
ever needed? And, maybe, if she could just confirm those
points when she is winding up. Thank you.

ThePresident: Hon. Member for Michagl, Mr Cannan.

Mr Cannan: Thank you, Mr President.

Hon. Memberswill all know that this document has my
full support, representing the community at Jurby, which
consists of the parish of Jurby, which is one of the ancient
17 parishes of this Island. Jurby just has not appeared out
of thewoodwork inthelast few years, itisone of theldland's
ancient parishes. In part of that parish, in 1938-39, an airfield
was developed, a time of war, and gave distinguished and
proper service for the defence of the realm and, since then,
very little has happened.

The airmen’s quarters has become the Bretney Estate,
the officers' quarters became the Threshold estate, the
officers' mess has become the Jurby Hotel and the hangars
ontheindustria estate and buildings have becomeindustrial
units, and that is about all that has happened.

The people living there, as Mr Lowey said, cried out
for the community of Jurby to have a centre, like every
other parish, whatever it is. The parish of Lonan has Laxey
as its centre, the parish of Kirk Michael has a village, the
parish at Arbory has Ballabeg and so on. And this document
is to make a sustainable village and to give the people of
Jurby avision of asustainablevillage. Let me makeit quite
clear, the people of Jurby are as good as any other
community inthelsleof Man, (Mr Houghton and another
Member: Hear, Hear.) and they deserve the same treatment
asevery other community inthelsleof Man. They are good
and decent people and you have before you a document
that has taken all things into account. For 60 years they
have had promises, but no performance.

| am prepared to put my trust, on behalf of the people of
Jurby, in the Minister to, actually, at last, after 60 years,
give performance to bring this about. And we do not want
it brought about with bulldozersall over the place, because,
if youjust look at page 13, 5.12, the Francis Report, entitled
Airfield Archaeology, RAF Jurby and Associated Sites,
recommends that the airfield, excepting the runway
extension and industrial estate, should be designated a
conservation area and that, furthermore, the following
structures should be considered for listing as registered
buildings: theformer guardhouse; the former sick quarters;
the seapl ane/aeroplane shed; the bomb stores; the pill boxes;
the watchtower, and that is the control tower.

But the Jurby Study Group, consisting of alot of people,
feelsthereisno need for the creation of aconservation area,
but, in respect of the registering and preservation of existing
buildings, further consultation is required with Manx
National Heritage. That | accept, the people accept, but to
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put this whole blanket on everything is, in my view,
unacceptable, and will only give succour and encouragement
to those who mock and say, ‘fine words, another plan for
Jurby and another wait for 60 years.” Register the buildings,
yes. List and register them, but you do not put a blanket
over the whole areg; this is nonsense and some of these
buildings, like the pill boxes, are outside the conservation
area anyway and they should be preserved.

Before | go any further | would like to welcome the
Chairman of Jurby Commissioners, who has been at the
two debates yesterday and is at this present debate, too.
Jurby Commissioners have sent their representative hereto
report back to the people, and Jurby Commissioners, myself,
and the people all speak with one voice. Yesterday, Hon.
Members, you voted to improve the infrastructure.
Yesterday, you voted to progressthe prison. Today provides
an amendment that says,

a report commissioned by the Manx Heritage Foundation and to take
the recommendations within the report at pages 56 and 57 into account.

And you were al sent, | would ask you to look at this,
pages 56 and 57, and 6.2 has been highlighted and what
does 6.2 say?

Consideration should be given to designating Jurby aerodrome as a
Conservation Area under the Town and Country Planning Act 1999.

And do you know what that would mean? That would
mean, instantly, that, as the prison has not yet received
planning approval, the planning authorities, by will of
Tynwald — and thisis what will be read into it, you had the
papers before and thisis what we read — everything comes
to ahalt —

and to report to Tynwald with recommendations relating to their future,
prior to initiating any developments

et cetera. The whole thing becomes a blanket.

| do not believe that that is the intention of Tynwald.
After all that we have been through, after the consent of the
people, the desire of Tynwald to improve the lot of the
people, to suddenly try and throw the great blanket because
aReport to Tynwald and consultations and, then, if thereis
to beaconservation area, then that will have to have another
publicinquiry, and the Hon. Member, the Minister for Trade
and Industry, he knows, aswell as| do, that, if he supports
this, and | hope he does not, that industrialists will walk
away so quickly he will not even see the dust from their
heels, and all the work that we are doing to market and
promote the industrial area. . .

Register and list certain buildings within that area, that
isright and proper, but, for the open spaces, everything to
be held back, the new starter unitsto be built on open ground,
all to be held back for reports. Young people, our people,
want small industrial units, (Mr Houghton: Hear, hear.)
they are crying out for it, and you want to just stop that?

By all means, and | speak like one or two others, and
there are not many of usleft now, who have done National
Service, who lived in the north during the wartime, and
who know alittle bit about Jurby. We want to preserve what
is best, but not put a whole blanket over everything and
stop everything.

The peoplein that part of the parish do not want to live
in a museum; they want to live in a vibrant economy, in a

living village, because | can see that certain people would
want to create out of thisfor Jurby to become a Cregneash.
Do not get mewrong, | am all in favour of Cregneash, itis
awonderful thing, but thisis Jurby, thisisadifferent place,
in a different area, and the people want to live in a
sustainable village, developed with housing and
employment. And | say to the Department of Tourism, you
have a wonderful facility for leisure here, this document
preservesit. A wonderful facility for leisure and you want
toimproveit, and the people who use it want to improveiit,
and suddenly, again, we talk about this massive blanket.

| urge Hon. Members to support the amendment of
Mr Lowey. Mr Lowey is both a member of the Tourist and
Leisure Department and of the Local Government
Department. | have absolute confidence, Tynwald would
not allow it anyway, for thoselisted buildings, which | have
read out, which arein the Report, to be damaged, knocked
down or kicked out. This says, if | can repeat it again by
Mr Lowey,

‘requires the Department of Local Government and the
Environment to consider the recommendations of the
Francis Report entitled “ Airfield Archaeology, RAF
Jurby and Associated Stes’ [’

and goes on to say,

‘with a view to safeguarding theimportant historical and
unique buildings and defence structures located in the
area’

It is already written in here, it just re-emphasises it by
putting thisamendment. It just re-emphasi seswhat isaready
here, to give people confidence. But do not destroy all that
you did yesterday by waiting for a report, and then there
will be another report, and then there will be consultants,
and then it will all drift away and people will get tired of it
and there will be something else on and all the work the
Hon. Minister for Trade and Industry is doing to promote
the areawill suddenly fade because: * This report — nothing
can be done.’” Everything will cometo a halt.

And hejust told meyesterday, ‘ | have got anindustrialist
willing to invest,” or about to invest, or considering
investing, or negotiating in theindustrial estate and people
arelooking forward to it because Packaging Matters, which
wasthere, it isasubsidiary of a UK company, have closed
down.

Who are we here to represent? We are here to represent
the will of the people and | believe, standing here, and |
have had the privilege to represent Jurby for 21 years now,
that | can speak with confidence. They want to be a
sustainabl e village. Good and decent people want the same
as the rest of the Isle of Man are getting and having and |
urge you, support the amendment of Mr Lowey and let us
move forward and | et us consolidate what we did yesterday.
Thank you.

The President: Hon. Member of Council, Mr Waft.

Mr Waft: Thank you, Mr President.

| would just like to say that | fully support the motion
here today and | have looked at the amendments. | am
inclined to go with Mr Lowey’s amendment. It doesnot tie
this motion up in any way and, although it has not got a
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final date on the end of it, | do know they are taking
cognisance of the situation with regard to the Manx Heritage
Foundation and the conservation area and the situation that
evolves from that.

| think thisisaway forward for people of both sidesto,
perhaps, get this thing off the ground and get it moving. |
am in favour of the thoughts of the Hon. Member for
Glenfaba, when he says about other areas onthelsland with
regard to the change in policy.

| think there must be a change in policy within the
Council of Ministers, because, when it has been mooted in
the past, that we should have a new town somewhere, out
away from Douglas, Onchan and the Braddan area, because
of the over population that is happening in that area, it has
been turned down flatly, but | gratefully see that now there
is a possibility of putting something into Jurby which is
long overdue, instead of having to put thousands of houses
on urban areas which totally rise up the residents to come
up and badger the MHKs and MLCs and say, ‘What is
happening here? Why are you putting another 500 houses
here? The road structure is not there, the infrastructure is
not there, the schools are full, the sewers cannot take it and
here we are, we get another application, and if we have to
turn down that application, you can bet your bottom dollar
that another application will betherein another name, within
not ashort space of time, and thisisan ideal situation where,
hopefully, when the infrastructure is in, these people will
be able to see their area develop, as they want to see it
develop, and the problem is not from the work that the
Government does, but what the developers do when they
come along afterwards and try and make the facilities
available for themselves.

So | would fully support the motion and amendment by
Mr Lowey.

Thank you, Mr President.

The President;: Hon. Member for Middle.

Mr Quayle: Thank you, Mr President.

Just a few words, really, and those are briefly that |
believe that Jurby has waited for long enough. The whole
Island, all parts of the Island, deserve to share in the
prosperity of what is available el sswhere and, until we had
the amendment, | believe, in the name of Mr Speaker, we
all thought Christmas was coming early for Jurby, because
of the motions that were on the paper yesterday.

| believe that al the hard work that has been done by
the study group could be stymied by accepting the
amendment of Mr Speaker, which | think would put on hold
and wewould betalking about Jurby in other reports coming
to this House, before anything could be done. | noticed,
actually, within thevillage master plan there are spotsthere
for gateway public arts, and | noticed they are not even
mentioned, but one thing that appears to be missing is,
perhaps, a place for a statue for the Member for Michael.
(Laughter) | think it is his dogged determination —

Mr Delaney: They haven't got a piece of stone big
enough, have they?

Mr Quayle: — to bring justice for Jurby and the
investment in jobs for the north of Island, and | share the
view that has already been said by the Hon. Member for
Glenfaba, and | have made the point myself, that, instead

of concentrating devel opment in areas which have had that
burden, in times—

Mrs Craine: Not burden.

Mr Quayle: —then it makes sense to revitalise an area
whichiscrying out for development. So, with those words,
Mr President, and we do not want a stymied devel opment,
we want to look after the heritage, and | am sure that the
wordsthat have been expressed in Tynwald today will most
definitely be borne in mind by the Department of Local
Government.

The President: Hon. Member for Rushen,
Mr Rimington.

Mr Rimington: Thank you, Mr President. | amfully in
support of the document and also the amendment moved
by the Hon. Member of Council, Mr Lowey.

I would just like to welcome very strongly what is
probably on the Island one of thefirst attemptsto say, let us
design our houses and design our community in advance,
(Mr Houghton: Hear, hear.) rather than have the
hodgepodge, adding field by field on existing urban areas.
So, we now have an opportunity to do something of value
in the way we develop communities and | think this needs
to be recognised and, hopefully, we can learn from that and
perhaps see other areas of improvement in how we develop
housing and communities that, maybe, flow from this
wonderful example.

Mr Corkill: All facing south.

Mr Rimington: And all the houses facing south, thank
you, please. And my only other pointis—anditisnot really
contained in the Report and was not necessarily the place
for thisissue to be looked at, at this point in time — but, as
we are looking at how we develop the infrastructure and
the development of that area, would this not be an
opportunity to at least consider using a district heating
scheme and a more energy-efficient way of heating our
houses, which we have so far failed to do in any other area
of the Island? Thank you.

The President: Mr Speaker.

The Speaker: Yes, thank you, Mr President.

Speaking to the amendment in the name of Mr Lowey.
A number of things have been said in relation to the situation
and | think the one that | really want to get over is this
issue, where it has been said that my amendment, against
Mr Lowey’s, will stymie the development at Jurby and will
delay. That is absolute nonsense.

Mr Cannan: Rubbish.

The Speaker: With the greatest respect, Hon. Members,
we have a Report here, an outline report, nothing more, an
ideas report. Now, be honest, every one of you knows, who
have worked through areport likethis, that starts something.
It does not happen in afew monthsfrom there, it takestime.
There are no planning approvals. There are no planning
applicationsinto try and proceed with these devel opments.

Hon. Members, how long does that take to do? (Mrs
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Crowe: Yes) It does not take a month. It does not take a
week. How long does is take? It will take time. There are
18issueshere, listed by the Department in their own Report,
on page 21, some of which are substantial, for consideration.
It will not happen overnight. We have had red herrings
thrown in. We have got the Minister for HomeAffairs, who
isconcerned it isgoing to delay his prison. Absolute rubbish.
Absolute nonsense.

Wearetold it will hold up development. No, it will not,
because the development is not ready to go. If thiswas a
motion to spend the money now, yes, my amendment or
perhaps you could say, to some degree, Mr Lowey’s
amendment could hold it up, but what isthefear? Oh, | am
sorry, can | say, the issue of a conservation areawill scare
off developers. | have to say, that is not the experience in
Castletown. Why did we do it in Peel? | do not think it is
the experiencein Pedl. Not the experiencein Ramsey. There
are other factors, but the point is, a conservation area gives
it a status that actually attracts devel opers.

Itisjust excuses, and | haveto say, it isexcusesthat are
not even researched properly. The Hon. Member for Michael
said, ‘Do not go with the Speaker’s amendment, because if
we go for a conservation area we need a public inquiry.’
Rubbish. The law does not require a public inquiry. It does
not even mention it. A conservation area under the Act, the
Town and Country Planning Act says the Department can
designate a conservation area and it lays an Order before
Tynwald. What really saddens meisthe attitude of Members
towards our heritage.

Mr Cannan: Ah, come on!

The Speaker: Itisall right for the Hon. Member to go
‘Ahl’" | can say, if the Hon. Member for Michael was in
favour of retaining the heritage, he would be upstanding,
fighting to retain it. The point is, he does not want to retain
it and that iswhy it does not matter.

Mr Cannan: | do, | said that individual buildings should
be retained.’

The Speaker: So, the Hon. Member for Michael aso
mentioned — and | wrote it down when he said it — the
registered buildings. There are none. It is mentioned they
should be considered for registration, but Hon. Members,
let me tell you, just so you are aware, now, Mr Lowey’s
amendment is saying ‘ Put your trust in the Department.’

That is fine, | do not have a problem with them, trust
them to do ajob, but, by the way, just ask them to consider
it. Now, come on, Hon. Members, we are all on
Departments, except me, of course. You are all on
Departments and you all know, without us saying, ‘And
report back to Tynwald,” you can sit down for half an hour,
consider what is there and say, ‘ No, we do not agree.’ End
of story. No justification to Tynwald why, just, ‘ We do not
agree,” and, can | tell you already, because | have been
involved in this, Manx Heritage Foundation have been
involved inthisand others, that the view in the Department
is quite straightforward. This area is not going to be a
conservation area and why? Because we cannot afford the
grants. The point is that most of these buildings are owned
by Government, anyway, and are not eligible for grant aid.

So, the conservation areawill say, ‘Isthis areato be a
conservation area? That isall we are asking. We are saying,

‘Look at it.” It will not delay the principle of this Report
that isto bereceived at all. | just find it unfortunate and sad
and worrying that the view is, ‘Oh, no, we want to get on
with this now,” because | can tell you, Hon. Members, if
you do not have a report back to this Hon. Court, things
will happen you do not like, simply because the Department
can go away and consider it, asthe Hon. Member of Council,
Mr Lowey says, ‘consider it End of story. Do not tell
anybody, do not report back. We just consider it. | know the
Hon. Member of Council’stactics. | have known him long
enough, | know it. | do not blame him, | would do the same
if | wastrying to do it on the Department.

The point is, Tynwald, Hon. Members, it i