8 October 2024

Request
Can | please have a copy of the three Requétes dated 2017 and the notice of the Assembly held on 26
February 2018 and any relevant minutes or correspondence.

| also understand that there may have been other civil or ecclesiastical assemblies covering the proposed
Church alternations held before filing of the three Requétes, if there were, can | please have copies of the
notices, minutes and any relevant correspondence.

Whilst | understand that the Commission* ruled that the three Requétes had been properly refused based on
legal advice, please let me know if there is any relevant correspondence that can be disclosed to me.

* Jersey Office of the Information Commissioner - Parish of St. Lawrence ([erseyoic.org)

Response
FOI exemption applied:

Article 25(2) - Personal Information - Personal data, applicant not subject but supply contravenes
data protection principles

Information is absolutely exempt information if — (a) it constitutes personal data of which the applicant is
not the data subject as defined in the Data Protection (Jersey) Law 2018; and (b) its supply to a member
of the public would contravene any of the data protection principles, as defined in that Law.

Requéte signed 6-10 November 2017 and correspondence
November 10, 2017

Dear Deidre

Following my call this morning | am sending this letter by way of background to accompany the enclosed
requete and signatures.

We have taken advice on the wording from two lawyers and another colleague well-versed in parish affairs.
You have explained you will take you will take your own legal advice and we wait to hear of the result.

This requete is based on what the signatories perceive ass growing support for our concerns about the
proposed extension to the church. This comes from a wideranging group of residents who are concerned both
about the adverse architectural impact and the expenditure of ratepayers’ money.

We and they feel the most appropriate forum for a discussion and vote on this matter is a civil parish
assembly in the parish hall. That is — not an ecclesiastical assembly.

We are concerned, as you will be, about this urgency of this atter and ask therefore for one meeting in the
parish hall to bote on these motions. Given the parish funds that have been voted for this project we urge that
no further parish monies be spent, of financial commitments be entered into, until this debate and vote has

taken place.
Kind regards



Reguéte:
Whereas:

A) On the 8th July 2015 a Parish Assembly approved the giving of a maximum sum of £80,000 towards the
extension of the Parish Church of Saint Lawrence,

B) Having now learned more about this extension a number of Parishioners are of the view that the proposed
works will harm the historic fabric of the Parish Church out of proportion to such advantage as may be
obtained from undertaking them,

Therefore:

The undersigned Parishioners call upon their Connétable to convene a Parish Assembly in order that her
parishioners may vote upon the following motions:

1. To rescind the parish approval for the construction of the proposed extension

2. That the decision of the Parish Assembly held on 8" July 2015 to give a maximum sum of £80,000
towards the proposed extension of the Parish Church be rescinded.

3. To instruct the Connétable and the Procureurs du Bien Public to ensure that no further parish expenditure
towards the proposed extension of the Parish Church be incurred.

, PARISHOF The Parish Hall
SICAW RENCE La Grande Route d;tslfal;a:er:::

r; Jersey
| JE3 ING

Telephone : 01534 861672
email: stlawrence(@posl.gov je

www.parish.gov.je/st_lawrence

24™ November 2017
Dear

On Thursday 23™ November 2017 at 10.00am, you presented to me a Requéte (copy attached
for ease of reference).

Having taken legal advice, [ am writing to you on behalf of the other signatories, to advise that
the Requéte is not within my competency as required by Law.

Accordingly, I am unable to hold a Parish Assembly,
Yours sincerely

CuA

Deidre Mezbourian
Conuétable de St Laurent



Requéte signed 30 November 2017 and correspondence

1% December 2017

Connétable D W Mezbourian
Parish Hall

La Grande Route de St Laurent
St Lawrence

JE3 ING

Dear Mme La Connétable

[ We are responding to your letter of November 24 stating that our Requéte was not within
your competence.

We understand this to be because you consider the decivion taken, and therefore any
review of it, to be a matter for an Ecclesiastical Assembly not a (Civil) Parish Assembly.

Having researched the matter in Le Hérissicr (pages attachcd) and taken our own leyal
advice we consider that it is the Parish Assembly which must tormally decide on a project
to carry out improvements to the Church. It follows that i the Ecclesiastical Assernbly
alone approved the extension it was acting beyond its remic which, as defined nt Art & of
the law of 1804, lists only repairs and says nothing of impro: ements or extensions.

We consider therefore Lhat it is entirely legitimate to cal! for a Parish Assembly to discuss
this matter as set out in this new Requéte. There is no record in the Minutes of the Parish
Assembly of it having formally approved the project and this is one reason ior calling the

Meeting.

However, it might be asserted thar by approving funds ror the extension the Parish
Assembly was implicitly approving the project. In that cuse 't makes perfect sense for a
Parish Assembly to review what it did, implicitly it not formzlly.

We also don’t aceept that it is in any event too late lo chang. azrecments since made. The
questions of where the money is and who has now agreed what and with whom and on
what terms are shrouded in mystery, We don’t sccept thai such speculative matters can pe
used to nip in the bud a proper review of this affair.

Furthermore Art 9 of the law of 1804 says you are if so requested tenu de convoquer a
neeting. This means you are hound or obliged to do so. By z!! means make known your



reservations if that is where you think your duty lies, but di so at the meeting, nor By~
denying us one,

Thus we assert the Parish Assembly is the right and proper place for a Requéte on this
matter to be heard. Accordingly 1 herewith present you with a new Requéte in the

manner prescribed by Law.

As this is a matter of some urgency we request a prompt reply. I brought the previous
Requéte, with the required signatures to you on Friday Noverrber 11 and you tock a copy
so you could seek advice. The Requéte was presented on Tursday November 23, It is

now December 1.

We and the signatories of the new Requéte believe that it must be hrought before a Parish
Assembly in the first two weeks of December.

Yours sinceEeEy
RIECEIVED
01 DEC 2017
REQUETE B
WHEREAS:

A. On the 8™ july 2015 a Parish Assembly approved the giving of a maximum sum of
£80,000 towards a scheme involving the extension of the Parish Church of 5t
Lawrence,

8. At no time has the Parish Assembiy given formal approval to any detailed plans of
the proposed extension

€. Having now learned more about this scheme a number of Parishioners are of the
view that the proposed works will harm the historic fabric of the Parish Church out
of proportion to such advantage as may be obtained from undertaking them,

D. An alternative scheme has been devised that could achieve simiiar advantages
without harming the historic fabric of the Church.

THEREFORE

The Undersigned Parishioners call upon their Connetable to convene a Parish Assembly In
order that her Parishioners may vote upon the following issue and motions:

1. Tocall a halt to such work as may be in progress which might affect the external
structure of the Parish Church.

2. To convene a further Parish Assembly within a period of six weeks, at which fuli
details of the alternative scheme shall be presented in orcder that a fully informed
decision be reached by the said Assembly.



PARISH OF
ST.LAWRENCE

15" December 2017

Dear

The Parish Hatl

La Girande Route de St Laurent
St Lawrence

Jersey

JE3 ING

Telephone : 01534 861672
email: stlawrencef@posl.gov.jc
www.parish.gov.je/st_lawrence

On Friday 1* December 2017 at 10,30am you presented to me a Requete (copy attached for

ease of reference).

Having taken legal advice, [ am writing to advise that as the matters you raised relate to the
Church, 1 am unable to hold a Parish Assembly as it is not within my competence as President

of the Civil Assembly.

Yours sincerely

QA

Deidre Mezbourian
Connétable de St Laurent

Requéte to the Rector — the information is not held.



Parish Assembly 26 February 2018
PARISH OF 3T LAWRENCE

Minutes of the Parish Assembly >
Held on Monday 26'* February 2018 at 7.00 p.m.
Agsenibly Reom, St Lawrence and St Lawrence Parish Schiool
|

! Weiume and A;Iogiﬂ: *Sﬂll} paoplelre;nt {approx.)

.

|

The Connétable welcomed all present and cxplained that due 1o the volume of people in
attendance the overflow had been sent to the School Hall at St Lawrence Parish School and they
would be able to hear and participate in the Azsembly from there,

Rector Philip Wearren led the Assembly in prayer,

| Apologies: Mr Scan Morvan
f Deputet in attendance: Deputy John Le Fondre and Deputy Eddie Noel,
Minutes taken by: Anita Barker, Parish Secretary.

——

! Convening Notice:
The Parish Secretary Mrs A Barker resd the convening motice as advertised in the Church Box and the
Iersey Gazette on 16" and 23™ February 2018.

An Assembly of the Principals and Electors of the Parish will be held at the Parish Hall on
| Monday 26t February at 7.00pm for the following business:

| 1. Reccive and if agreed approve the Act of the Parish Assembly heid on 13th December 2017
{copies of which are on display at the Parish Hall and on the Parish website).

‘ 2. To consider ang, if agreed, fo authorise the Connétable and Procursurs du Bien Public to
Lake such action as may be nacsssary to énsure the complstion of the curmentiy suspanded
buliding work on the Parish Church, previously epproved by the Ecclesiastical Assembly of
the Parish cn tha 18" July 2015, namely, the construction of an extension b the west
elevation of tha Parizh Church 1o provide inter alia disabled access, WC and lobby together
with associated works ingluding the creation of & door opening in the west elevalion of the
Church; and to utilise for thess purposes the funds approved by tha Parlsh Assembly on the
Bth iy 2015, Tha proposed works to be undertaken in accordance with tha approved
plans, copies of which are on dispiay ia the Farish Hall

Please note that photographic D will be required for those attending the Assembly

Entry from §:00 pm.

Deidre Mezbornan 14.02.18
Connétable de St Laurent



I. To receive and if deemed advisabte approve the Minutes of the Parish Assembly held

[ o e acmre

| The adoption of the Minutes was praposed by Mr Michaal Ethelston and seconded by Deputy
John Le Fondre and following their approval they were duly signed by the Connétable .

2. To consider and, if azreed, to anthorize the Connétable and Procureurs dis Bien Public
to take such action as may be necessary to ensure the completion of the (corrently
suspended) building work on the Parish Church, previously approved by the
Ecclesiastical Assembly of the Parish on the 16 July 2015, nacely, the construction of
as extentlon to the west elevation of the Parish Church to provide inter alia disabied
access, WO and lobby together with associated works including the creation of a door
opening fa the west elevation of the Church; and to utilise for theve purpuses the fusds
approved by the Parish Assembly on the $th July 2015. The proposed wiwks to be
undertaken Dn accordance with the approved plans, copies of which are on display u
the Parisk Hall

The Connétable invited Mr Fustin Gallaher, Architeet, 1o speak to the plans referred to in Item 2
on the Convening Notiee. The Connétable then invited Reversid Phil Warren, Rector, to speak
in suppott of Item 2 on the Convening Notice. Finally, the Connétable invited Mr Marcus
Binney to spesk against Item 2 on the Convening Notice.

'Yhere then followed a question and answer session, at the end of which votes were cast by seorct
ballot,

At the invilation of the Connétable of St Lawrence, the Connétable of St Peter, Mr John Refeult,
oversaw the count of the ballol papers,

At the invitation of the Connétable of 8t Lawrence, the count was observed by Procureur Bruce
Haerison, Procureur Martin Sabey, Mr Marcus Binncy and Mrs Cynthis Rumboll.

At the invitation of the Connétable of St Peter, the count was observed also by Deputy Eddie
Noel and Hir Matthew Harrison.

When the Connélable of St Peter, and those observing, were satisficd that all the ballot papers
had been counted, the result was pessed to the Connétable of St Lawrence.

The Connétable then declared the resutt of Iem 2 oa the Convening Notice to be 275 “yes”
votes to continue with the extension to the Parish Church and 192 “no™ voles. Thete wete 3
spoilt pupers. Accordingly the Comnétable and Procurers were authorised to, take such ection a5
may be necessary to cosurc the completion of the (currently suspended) building work on the
Parish Church, as specified under item 2.

For completeness, & transeript of the Assembly is appended to the minutes.

|

Meeting Closed: |
—_—
There being no flrther business the Counétable declared the mesting closed ar 22.17 pm
O RN I TR — pue V32 038

Peidre Mezbourian, Connétable

President of the Asxembly KChuseh - Seecisl Minute of Pest, Assembly 2n 02 2014



Parish Assembly 8 July 2015

PARISH OF ST LAWRENCE

Minutes of the Parish Assembly

Wednesday 8 July 2015 at 7.30 p.m.
Assembly RBoom, St Lawrence

NS Wdcome & Apologies

18/15

The Connétzble weloomed all present before asking the Assambly to stand {or ong minates siknee as 3
mark of respect for a vouny parishioner who had ragically lost his life earlier in the week, Peter Noble
then Led the Assembly in praycr

Apologies:

Drputy Eddie Noel, Reverund Phil Warren, Yingtenicr Nocl Le Fondré, Centenier Steve Coleman,

Mr D Mezbouran, Mr M Binney
Deputies in Attendance: None

Convening Nutice

The Parish Secvetary read the convening notice.
An Assembly of the Principals and Ebectors of the Parish will be held at the Parish Hall on
W ednesday 8 July 2015 a1 7.30pm for the following business:

1 Toreceive and il' deemed advisable approve the Minutes of the Panish Assembly held on
17 June 2015

2. To receive and adopt the accounts of the Connétable for year ending 30 April 2005 the
said accounts having been sudited by Alex Picot Chartered Accountants and examined
by the Comite Paroissiale named for that purpose

3. To place at the disposal of the Roads Committee the amouni required fur the upkeep of
by-roads for year ending 30 Apeil 2016.

4. To approve the estimates of the funds required by the Parsh for year cnding 30 April
2016 excluding grants, special votes and charitable organisations

5 Tovote a sum to be donated Lo yrarts and spegial votes

& Tovote a sum do be donated to charitable organisations. o be allocated by the
Connetzble and Progureurs du Bien Publique.

7 To approve a Rate for finuncial year 2015/16 in accordance with Article 21 of the Rates
(Jersey) Law 2005,

8 Toapprove a maximum sum to be given towards the propesed extension of the Parish
Church

@ To vote a sum to be transferred from the Accumulated Fund 1o the Parish Property
Capital Expenditure Fund.

10, To name the Comite Paroissiale 1o examine the agoounts of the Connétable for the year
ending 30 April 2016

11. To appoint auditors to prepare the Connétable’s accounts for vear ending 30 April 2016,

12, To elect threa parishioners to the Sheliered Housing Committee.

[3. To elect three parishwiners o the 5t Lawrence Sports & Commuaity Centre Management
Committes,

From Friday 3 July, copies of the audited accounts will be avatlable from the Parish Hall office
during opening hours o lrom our website

eidre hezbounan
Counétable de St Laurent I Juiy 218
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I confirm that this notice has baen posted in the Church Netice Box in accordance with the
law,

Signed :
Rector

------------------------------ TRt T T Y Lo

1. To receive and if deemed advisable approve the Minutes of the Parish Assembly
held on 17 Sune 2015,

Proposed: Procurcut Bruce Hamson

Seconded: Mr Sid Simkin

The mumuies were duly adopted on a show of hands.

2, To receive and adaept the accounts of the Connétable for year ending 3¢ April 2015,
the said accounts hiaving been audited by Alex Picot Chartered Accountants and cxamingd
by the Comité Paroissiale named For that purpose,

The Connétable imvited Mr Do Connoliv from Ales Picot Chartered Accounsants to address the

Assembly. He explained that he would comment on lings of expenditure from the previous vear. starting
on Pape 3 of the Accounts. beginaing with the heudnng of Administration

Administration (Page 3}

Bank and Credit card charges: the over spend was duc to a changy in the terms with Lloyds Bank, who
had previcusty net trken bank charges from the Parish. Parl way uough the Turasscal vear, they bad
introducod bank charges, taking 30% of thoir standard fec. For acoounting pufposes it had been apried
with the Connctable thas the cost of the momal of the Credit Cand machine should be meved from
Mainrenansc and Renewal of Equipmant o this line of expenditure.

Flection expenses: is an under spend duc to a standard reimbursement from the States for the Senatorial
election held in Owtober 2014

Salaries: wore slightly over budjzer.

Special Functions: werg on budget. desprte snclucing the Visie Royale expenditure.

Establishment (Page 3)

Fisurance: 1nere was a nohiccahle saving shown here as last vear we had inadvertently included n this
budget ling 1 vt of tswney for the Conmunity Centre. Clos du Sommier and the 5t Lawrence Battle
of Flowers Association., whigh had mnflated this line. There el alse been a saving on the Public Liabihity
Insurancy

Roads Account (Page 5)

The Asscinbly had voted a sum of 30,000 tor the finangial year 20842013 amd other income i pieened
fromn driv ing licences. cat park rene, firearms cortificarcs and Engs, although lonorany Police Fines were
down o the previous finansial wwar This wvar a ol of £63,247 00 was available 1o be gpent by the
Rouds Committer 2eamst last sean's total of €04 37800 After expenditure of ¥1D 53R.00. the surplus
the vear of £73.661 06 will pe placed i the Roads Reserve Account.

General Accountt (Page 6}

Maison au Gardien has not had fel] occupency for 2014715 rentar wcome boing down by £3.500 The
balance carned Torward oa the General Account this vean1s E378.3249 bawmg o surplus on Iast year ot
£47 i) (1) e gives the Parish 37 wuvks Forscast expenditure m Tand. the recominendanion is to kegp at
{east 20 weeks in hand.

Fund Accounts (Page 10)
Church Resteration Fund and the General Ecclesiastical Purposes Fund
“Ie small balances on these have been wsee tiowards the cost of the Church patl. wiieh in 7o) cost

£ 27,0000 1K thase agoounts are nos <losed

Farish Property Capital Expenditure Fund
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Expuﬂdimm of £44.918 inghedad the refurbishment of the office reception arca, funding towards the sost
of the Church path and 2 replacement boiler at the Communty Cengre.

Palice Vehigle Fund
Espenditare of £3 390 was the conversion of a standard car to a pohice velicle.

Rectory Improvement and Maintenance Fund
Expenditure of £5.6% waz on a number of minor vepairs.

Roads Reserve Fond
A previcus Pansh Assembly had agreed that any surplus on the Roads Aceount would be placed in this

account to offset any unforescen expenditure: £23.661 had been added from thy previous financial years.

There were ne questions from thi: floor.

Adoption of the accounts was proposed by Centenier N Parker Heod and secomded by Mr B Rosded Oea
show ot hands, all were in favour with none aaimst

3. To place at the disposal of the Roads Committee the amonnt required for the
upkeep of by-roads for year ending 30 April 2016.

The Conndtable mformed the Asscrnbly that the Roads Committes was proposing that the swm of
£75.000 should be voted to the Roads Account for the next financial vear, this being a further reduction
to the Roads Account. The Asscmbly had voted £30,000 for the financial year 201472015 pnd £53,(H%) for
20132014, She advised that in 2008 the Parish Assembly had voted £158,000 to the Roads Acconnt

Mr T Brown proposed the sum of £25,010 be placed at the disposal of the Roads Committer for the |
upkeep of by-roads for year ending 30 Aprll 2016, scconded by Mr S Ross-Gower On a show of
hands, all were in favour with rone agaings |

4, To approve the estimates of the funds required by the Parish for year ending 30
April 2016 excluding grants, special votes and charitable organisations.

‘The Connétable referred to the nest financial yvear as being business as wsual, before commenting on Lhe
following Ines of expenditure propesed in the budgdt for vear coding 30 Agmil 2016

Adwministration { Page 13)

Maintenance and renewal of equipment: there was a proposed mcrease from £330 1o £3, 750 o eoves
the et of & now photocopier Wi have had our photocopicr for five ycars and it is beginning 10 require

maiplenanoe.

Ralcs and Electoral System Expenses: a proposed increase from £2,200 10 £8.140 The Connétable
explained at the cugvent [sland Rates Management Sy s1em (RMS} is 2 single system that has been used
by all Panshes for a number of yeass. It s being enhanced this year so thal online payments can be made,
thereby givisg Panshioners a furlher optson as 1o how they pay for their raees Tt is also the first siep to
cnableng us to complete our Annual Regirns online, although that would be optional and paper reluras
avartably for those wha prefier that method Rates collucted enling under Qi new sysivm would be paid
into o central account n the name of the Sepervison Commitess Gthe collictive namd under the Raws
Law for the Conngtables) As cach rate parer would be given a unuwjue weatifcation number. i
account would be credired accordingly . therebn saving staff time on bank reconcibations To deliver the
enhancement in time For this years mte demands, ane Merchant 1D has been set up i the name of the
Supervisors Commuittee: all payments would go there to be allocanad o indiadual Parighes Tt
anticipated that vventually vach Parish vwould want to have its own Merchant 1D boe that would require
separatc apphications awd coufracts 1 by signed. Al funds would be directly undor the control af the
Supervison Commitiee and no pay aicats would be made to any one viher than the Parishes No funds
wauld be made diceel to the States: although Parishes would continue w make pasinent of the [sland
Wide Rate they had callected. The Panshes had agreed to ininially absorh the fees s that there would be
no direct cost to the individual mie pas er to use the new onlne pas ment system The Connétable advised
that. for the aveidance of doubt. there would be no cantralisation viher ghan alreads vasts whigh is the
collection of the [sland Wide Rate The Connetables Jdo nof see dus as leading o contralisation o1 to the

croston of the status of the Panshaes,
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Splaries: there is 8 proposed 2% imcrease to £113, 000

Establishment {Page 18)

Iasurance: the Connetable informed the Assembly that she had spoken to (e insurance broker who had
confiemed that a proposed budper of £1 1,000 waz approprte

Refuse and Recycling: the Connétable cxplained that she had reeeived a letter from Germbusters, the
Parish refuse collector. advising that they had nuscaleutated our payments for the last twa years.
Ahthouph they did aot intend to ash, for the difference to be pard to thom, the proposed budget was now
£173,173 which was an increase of £11,608 00 last years actual.

The estimates of the funds required by the Parish for year endmy 30 April 2016 excluding
grants, special votes and charitable organisations were propescd by Mrz | Le Feuvre, scconded by
M1 D Beawpaud On 2 show of handsz, all wert s favour with nene against.

A, To vote a1 sum 1o be denated to grants and special voles

Grants and Special Votes (Page 19)

The Conndeable informed the Assembly that there were a faw proposed changes for the pext financial
vear. Whitst the St Lawrence Battk of Flowers Association was praposcd to remain ot £2. 500 the grant
ta 5t Lawrence Misiature Rifle Clsb had been increased to 1,300, this brought them to the same grant
amount 2¢ the S1 Lawreace Foolball Club. The St Lawrence Police Wehiele Fund is ning fenced towards
replacement vehicles. with £5.000 being propased this year, as opposed Lo £2.300 in the previts
financial vear. The $t Lawrence Sports and Communits Centre grant has decreased o £5 Q0K from the
previous years prant of E149.(00 as they have a surplus of £18,000. The Connttable petereed the Assembly
1o Page 18 of the Accounts, showing the unaudited accounts of the Community Centre. A new throe yoar
agreemcnt has been signed this vear with the Education Depattment foward the cost of a pari time Youth
Worker. but contimung at £15.001 pei annum. The Pacish has funded this for the past six years. The grunt
to the 51 LawTence Twinniog Association is proposed at £30, as the Jorsey Normandic Associatton has
redvced the cost of membership from £ 100 The Comnetabile advised the Assembly thal the St Lawnmce
Parent imd Toddler Group has been added ta the hiat of grants and special votes, proposing that £2(K) be
granted to them. They bave in previous vears received that amouat Teom the Chayitable Grants and
Donations pavments.

Mrs K Lo Maistr proposed the swat of £43 90 be sordd to granis and special votes. secandad tn MeP
Mable.

On a show of hands. all were in favou with none against.

&, To vote a sutn to be donaied to charitable organisations, to be allocated hy the
Connétable and Procursurs du Bien Pablique.

The Conadtable expliuted o the Assembly that the sum of £17.300 was being proposed. as i previous
vears 1n the previous finanoal vear we had donated ES00 Lo the Oscar Maclean Fuoumndation and £1970 ko
the Strect Pastors, hosh being new donations from the Parish.

Follow ing discussion Jrom the floor, Mie A Binnes proposcd that the sum of £3%, KK ge donated ta
Charitable Organisatéions 1 incrvase the amounts paid to Lale Sister of the Pow o] Haspice This was
secondeg by Ar 2 Rondel

O acshiow of hanads all ssere w Brvoar with nene acaimnst

T To approve a Rate for financial year 2015716 in accordance with Article 21 of the

Rates {Jersey) Law 2005

Procurcur M Ethelsion addressed dhe Assembly and explained that the Connatably and Procanars
comsidered 2hat the Parish Rate fn the fiszucial voan 201572005 could be retned at G 86p. s in the
previnng Lo

My M Etheiarioy proposed w vt Foa finangsal 1+ gar 201321106 of U Bt per guarter secanded b Mrs J
Falle

Unoooshura or gands afl wone i favour with meny wgansl
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8. To approve A maximum sum to be given towards the propoesed extension of the
Parish Church.

In the absence of the Boctor, the Connétable inyvited Chuarchwarden Mr P Moble to address the Assembly
for this matter. He explaned that e Church wished to add an extensiot on the west end of the Church
1o create disablod accoss, kitchen arca and @ we. ihe estimated cost of the cxtension 8 £145.0K0, The
Rectorat had agreed that a maxunum sum of £30,000 should be given towards the extension. If that sum
was approved at this Assembly it would be advised to the Ecelesiastical Assembly due to be held on L6®
July, ' the Eeclesiastical Assombly agreed, the proposals would be taken to the Ecelesiastical Court for
their approval after which a Planning Application would be submitted. There was soine discussion from
thes floor and Mr Noble advised the Assembly that anyone who had concerns about the proposals would
be able to make their representarions 1o the Planning Depantmunt as part of the normal Plaoning
Application process.

Mr P Noble proposed that the Parish approve 2 maximum surt of £80,000.00 to be given fowards the
proposed extension of the Parish Church, seconded by Mrs | Le Feusre.

On a show of hards. 34 were i Favour, 8 were against and there were 3 abstentions
9.  To vote a sum to be transferred from the Accumulated Fund to the Parish Property

Capital Expenditure Fund.
Procurcur B Hamison addressed the Assembls and recommended that the Parish cransfer the sum of
£100.000 10 the Parish Property Capital Expendisure Fund, this being £20 0K towards the Church

extension and £20,(40) as a top op to the Fund.

Procurcur B Harrison proposed that £ 100,000 be transferred from the Accumulated Fund to the Pansh
Properly Capital Expenditure Fund, ssconded by Mes M Moody.

Om a show of hands. all were in favour with nosie apainst
{0, Toname the Comité Paroissiale to examine the acconnts of the Connétable for the

year ending 30 Apnil 2016. &

The Connétable informed the Assembly that the members who are required (o sit on this are the
Connetable, the Rector, the Prozureurs, the Parish Depunes, the Centeniers, the Charman of the
Rates ("ommittes, the Secretary of the Roads Commitlee and the Churchwardens

Proposed by Mrs A Binngy and sgeonded by Mr § Simkm

0n a show of hangs, all were in favaur with none agains:
1L To appoint auditors to prepare the Connéinble’s accounts for year ending 30 April

2016,
The Connéable thanked M1 Connolly and his tcam for a1l their help and advice during the
previous financial year She recommended thag Alex Picot Chartered Accountants be re-

appointed as auditors 1o prepare the Connétable’s Accounts for year ending 30 April 2016,
Praposed by Cententer N Parker-Hood, seconded by Mr R Kerley.

On a show of hands, ali were in favour with nope agamst.
12.  To elect three parishioners to the Sheltered Housing Commitiee.

The Connétabls asied tor nonuinasions

Bdes Ims L Fousee
Proposud: M1 Brian Rondel
Seconed Ms Waonnan Ee Riche

Cn 2 show of hands. all were o Favour with none against
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hir Brean Rondal

Proposcd: Procwreur Mike Ethelston

Scoonded: Mr Nomran Le Riche

0n a show of hands, 2l were in fawvoor with nonge against

Mrs Jeany Carter

Proposed: Mrs Kath Le Maistre

Seconded: Mr Brian Rotxdc)

On a show of hands, all wers in favpor with none against.

The Connélable thanked them tor pulting then name forward and for their contnbution on the
Sheltered Housing Committee in previous years
13.  To chect thrre parishioners 10 the 5t Lawrence Sports & Commenity Centre
Management Committee.

The Connérable asked for nominations.

Mrs Marion Hibbeard
Proposed: Mr Scan Monan
SBeconded. Mr Stephen Ross-Gower

On a show of hands, el were in favour with nonc against.

54r Sd Bimban

Proposed; hir Winstom Le Bron

Scconded: W David Beawgenrd

Cn 2 show of bands. alb werg in Favouwr with nohe against.

Mir Chris Durbano

Praposed: Mre Paulime Duotot

Sceonded: Mr Peter Henwood

i 3 shows of hands alf wers in fyvont with none agunst

The Connétable thanked them for puring their name forward and for their contribution on the St
Lawrence Sports and Community Centre Management Committee ir previous YEars

Before closing the Assembly. the Conmétable thanked everyone for attemding and Eor thewr
participation She thanked everyone involved with Parish lite. whither elegied or in g voluntary
position and thanked the Parisk staff for the support they gave to her and to the Parish,

Meeting Closed

Thoe beime 10 Ruether busimess the Connciable closvd the mevimg ag ¥ 3 pm

Signed QL&L&SQ@ {JLAL\{.—) A pae b4 - 0% A b
/

Deidre Mezbourian, Connétable President of the Assembly



Ecclesiastical Assembly 16 July 2015

]

Paroisse de St Laurent

Agenda
ECCLESIASTICAL ASSEMBLY

An Ecclesiastical Assembly of the Electors, Principals and
Officers of the Parish will be held in St. Lawrence Parish Church
On Thursday 16 July 2015 at 7:30pm.

1. To confirm the Act of the previous Assembly.

2. To propose the building of an extension onto the West facing
elevation of the church and create an entrance through an
existing opening that would provide an ‘access to all’ entrance
and WC facility;

3. To propose to install a servery/kitchenette area inside the
Woest cerner of the church

4. To propose to remaove the pews in the North aisle of the nave
and replace them with chairs.

1111111 e

REVEREND FHILIP WARREN
RECTOR

B A AR ES R km chor ko bk KN

| hereby confirm that the Convening Notice was posted in the Officlal Box in accordance
with Law and Custom.

.................................................

DEIDRE MEZBOURIAN, CONNETABLE



MINUTESOF ST LAWRENCE ECCLESIASTICAL ASSEMBLY HELD IN ST LAWRENCE PARISH
CHURCH, ON THURSDAY 16 July 2015

PRESENT: Rev. P Warren {in the Chair), Mr P Noble and Mrs V Quinn, Churchwardens, Mrs [}
Mezbourian (Connétable), Mr M Ethelston, Procureur du Bien Public, Depuly Le Fondré, Mrs M Moody,

Almoners and 48 Parishionegrs,

‘Mr Warren opened the Meeting with Prayer and read the Convening Notice,
Mrs V Quinn taok the Minutes of the Meeting,

APOLOGIES: Mr Bruce Harrison, Procureur di Bien Public, Deputy Noel, Chef de Police Nicola Parker-
Hood, Mr & Mrs A Bougourd, Mi- D Baxter, Mrs | Baxter, Mr M Orpin, Mrs C Orpin, C Journeaux, Mr. D

Mezbourian,

MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING: Mr Warren commented that the Minutes of the Meeting held on

2 1% May 2015 had been circulated soon after the meeting and there were copies on the chair. He then
asked if someone could propose them for adoption, The minutes were proposed by Mrs Mary Moady

lind seconded by VMrs Sue Noble, and unanimously approved and signed.

MATTERS ARISING: There were no matters arising

OPENING WORDS BY THE CHAIRMAN: Mr. Warren started by saying that prior ta items 2 to 4 on the
agenda, he wanted to give the background and explain carefully the process that has lead ta holding
the Eeclesiastical Assembly to consider the three proposals. He expressed his hope that everyone
present had taken the time to look carefully at the plans, and that there would be the opportunity to
ask questions and make commeats before proceeding with items 2, 3 and 4. He also explained that the
reason for holding the Parish Ecclesiastical Assembly in church was to be on site, which he hoped
would help with visualising the proposed work.

Mr. Warren thanked the church project committee {consisting of the project manager, Andrea
Robottom, the wardens and himself) for the hard work that had gone an behind the scenes to get to
this point, and preceeded ta thank the Connetable, Procureurs, Deputies, Rectorat committee and the
Nean for their wisdom and support in the process, and in particularly the St Lawrence church
leadership team and congregation for their week by week commitment to 5t Lawrance church.

"¢ stated that it was important to note this latter point; namely the church congregation, which values
and honours not only old buildings, but also more specifically the heritage and history of St Lawrence
Church, its tradition (which is rooted In the early church}, and are incredibly proud of looking after this
special building as a place of worship. He commented that over the past 12 years he had been Rector,
there had always been a care and diligence in any decisions made (and was quite sure this had been
the case for many years). Its history and heritage was vitally important to all; and as someone who
studied history himself, he was aware every Sunday that he was part of a long list of Rectors going
back to the 12th century. Mr. Warren also stated that he was very aware that over the thousand years
of people worshipping un the site, the church had evolved in structure and had adapted to social
changes, and that each generation had the responsibility of stewarding this special resource well, and
balancing both the integrity of the building with the needs of community, and making wise choices for
the future. As was pointed out by one of the planning officers: “we are not curaltors of a museum’, Mr,
Warren reminded the meeting that the church is the body of Christ, and this building was buili te
enable the church and its members to resource the mission of Christ vn earth, He, and the leadership
team very much believed that these proposals came in line with that balance and good stewardship.



Turning to the proposais themselves, Mr. Warren explained that discussions between himself, the
wardens and SLT, about a proper 'access for all* into church and having a WCin or around the church
building {that complies with planning laws), a kitchenette area to facilitate times of fellowship and
social events, as well as creating space in the north aisle for flexibility of use and better vision, had
been taking place for many years, and that what we have now in the farm of these designs, was a
culmination of much prayer, conversation, advice-segking, and fine tuning.

ile explained that initial thoughts had been to have an extension around the north door entrance, and a
kitchenette in the area around the font, However this was rejected not only because it would
compromise the oldest part of the church building, but also would be limiting in terms of what could be
achieved inside, whilst keeping the integrity of the building. This was also strongly dismissed by Ms.
Tracey Ingle and Elizabeth Stables of the Planning Department when they met with Mr. Warren and Mr,
Nuble {and Peter) {who were representing the senfor fendership team and profect committee} to discuss
the proposal. In fact it was Tracey Ingle, on her earlier visit to the church, who recommended the
ranon door entrance.

Mr. Warren then explained that he had contacted Mr. Michael Drury (the architect involved in the
restaration of the church), as suggested by Mr. Marcus Binney, and commented on both the letter he
received from MD, and also his alternative propasal (as per sketch plan); namely to have a mobility
acoess W.C. inside church [in the West corner), next to a kitchenette server, and a short travel lifi
platform (in place of the existing sound desk), adjusting the existing steps into church.

Mr. Warren mentioned these two options underlining the fact that the whale process had been an open
one, looking at every option without prejudice. However after much consideration, it was felt by
himself, the wardens and SLT, the Rectorat committee and Dean himself, that whilst an option like this
might work in some churches, this suggestion of a toilet inside church, not enly had serious practical
and pastoral implications, hut would {imit the space we wauld have on 2 Sunday morning (as well as
other church activities), as there would need to have some form of screen to coal with the whole issue
of noise and discretion. [t was strongly felt by the leadership team and congregation that §t Lawrence
chureh building did not lend itself to such an option. Mr. Warren then guoted MD when he wrate: 'ft is
not a qurestion of the church community ‘deciding uponimously’ on an extension, it is a judgment that
must be made in the interests of the church building, weighing the needs of the church community against
the impact visually and in terms of its historic fabric”. Mr, Warren vommented that he agreed whole
heartedly to the matter of 'weighing the needs’. which he felt they had been done carefully and
ditigently; in fact this was commented on by Tracey Ingle and Elisabeth Stables. However he
completely disagreed with the comment that it is not a question of the church community needing to
decide unanimously [or at least with a majority). He emphasized that it was both, and felt that they had
come to a point where the designs give the best balance to both the church community and the
integrity of the building and now it was up ta the church members and parishieners to decide whether
they wanted 1o take this forward.

Mr. Warren finished by saying that 'doing nothing' was ne langer an option, There had been too many
occasions recently when either people had stopped coming to church hecause the church did not have
a [acility that complied to what people expect today, in terms of wheel chair entrance and WC, ar
famniliss with small children were being compromised, such as the recent wedding example, of a page
hay going to the toilet behind the main entrance of church, because there was not the time to take him
to the parish hall. In addition, with the exciting village development plan for a garden, having a church
toilet facility was even more critical and timely. It was time to acl. Mr. Warren re-icerated that a great
deal of thought and energy had gone into the process so far. The committee had worked extremely
hard. with the architect, to cover evety angle, and at the last SLT meeting on 16tk April it was voted
unanimously to proceed with these designs. Then ata special church congregational meeting on 14k
May, these proposals were presented and voted unanimously in favour by those present The next step,
prior to the Ecclesiastical Court, was to present them to the Ecclesiastical Assembly. This meeting had
been advertised in the |EP, according to custom; the drawings had been in church since the beginning



of Mav: and at the Parish Rales meeting, last week, the parish approved in principle for the parish to
give a maximum of up to £80,000, and this was agreed prior to this meeting. My Warren finished by
saying that [L gave him great pleasure to commend this project to the parish for questions and |

comments, prior to proposing the work.

Befare opening up discussions to the floor, Mr. Warren asked Mr. Noble (church warden) to comment
on the details of the design and also give an overview of costs, which he proceeded to do.

Refore welcoming comments or questions, Mr Warren referred to an initial consideration they had
initially had, with regards to having a ramp, as the entrance through the Cannon door was higher than
the floor of the church. However this was decided against not enly due to the large amount of space
taken up, but also (following advice} discovering that we could easily level the path to rectify the
height difference; so a ramp would not be necessary.

Hamish Ramsey commented that St Lawrence is a very beautiful church and that there have been lots
of additions over the years to meet the needs of the community, lfe stated that over the years we have
had to modify the church in order to meet the needs of the community. He did not believe that it was
appropriate to have a toilet inside and that if the extension was carried out sympathetically with
granite that he fully supports the proposal.

The Connetable commented thal at the rates meeting last week it was agreed that the parish would
give a grant of up to E80,000 towards the church works and emphasized that a lot of discussions and
work had led up to this proposal. She explained that at the rares meeting most people believed that
there was a need for a toilet. However, there was a concern that parishioners who de not attend church
knew very little or nothing about the plans being proposed even though the congregation had been
fully informed and involved. The Connetable explained that at the rates meeting she had shared the
correspondence sent to her by Marcus Binney in relation to the proposals. She explained that as they
had been shared at that meeting that she did not feel that she had to share them again. She also
explained that she had received a letter [rom Mr Brown who had attended the rates meeting. She took
the time to read all of Mr Brown’s letter to the meeting. The letter expressed Mr Brown's congerns
ahout the transparency of the process that has taken place and therefore a planning application would
be made without the proposals being shared with the wider parish. He perceived, from the tone of Lhe
tetter from Mr. Binney, that the process had not taken into account and looked fully into the ideas of all
the congregation and given Mr. Binney's experience, he felt that his suggestions had not been fully
considered, The Connectable explained that she had spoken to Mr. Brown about the content of his
letter today and agreed with him that the wider Parish were nat aware of the proposals and the
process that had taken place. She said that several parishioners had attended the rates meeting
because they did not know anything about the proposals. The Connetable then said that she had
spoken to the Rector about her concerns of transparency and had suggested that in order to be more
transparent, he should write an article in the next parish newsletter; which he was very happy to do.
She did however adrit that she had not shown Mr. Brown's letter to the Rector until just before the
start of the meeting, and was grateful for Mr Warren's willingness and openness to allow her to read
the Jetter. She explained that if it was agreed tonight that the proposals go forward to the Ecclesiastical
Court and then on to a formal planning application, parishioners would have the ability and right 1o
put forward any comments and concerns to the planning department for them to consider and respond
to. She explained that she would be writing to the Planning department to share her thoughts about
the three glass windows on the outside of the extension being suggested in the plans, and urged
parishioners te view their apinions in a similar way If they wished to do so.

Before responding to the letter, Mr Warren invited any comments the floor.



Mrs. Maureen Swan said that although she was not at the meeting, she understood that the proposal
for the grant was carried forward 34 / 7 at the Rates Assembly and therefore, fairly unanimausly,
which she felt should be made known to the meeting tonight

Mrs. Sue Noble said that she was offended that Mr. Brown had felt that things were being done behind
closed doors when this clearly was not the case, The Connetable responded by saying that the plans
and proposals had net been shared within the wider parish cammunity and that the only reason why
the majority of the people al the meeting were aware of the plans is because they attend the church.
She emphasized that it is imporkant that we are apen and transpatrent in all that we de.

Hamish Ramsey said it was Important to note that when informatton is provided in the Parish
newsletter that it needs to state that due process has taken place.

The Rector responded by saying that a number of incorrect judgments had been made in Mr. Brown's
letier, He mentioned that Mr, Brown had nol made contact with him, and that over the twelve years of
being the Rector he had never met Mr. Brown. He said that he would be more than happy to meet him
in order to discuss the proposals with him, and clarify the process that has been correctly followed, in
sccordance with Ecclesiastical rules, The Rector also noted a contradiction in what Mr, Brown had said
in his letter, on the one hand supporting Mr. Binney's scheme (based vn Michael Drury sketch}, whilst
at the same time agreeing that the cannon door should be opened. The Rector agreed that the church
could have gl more information out to the wider Parish, but emphasised the fact that the plans and
propasals had been in church since the beginning of May 2014, they had been openly discussed from
the outser and thal a transparent process had taken place.

Heather Warren commented that all parishioners are able to atrend the Ecclesiastical Assembly but
that Mr, Brown had not.

Both the Rector and Connetable once again agreed thal they had missed an ppportunity by nat putting
details of the plans and proposals in the parish newsletter and the Rector agreed that he would
provide some comprehensive details in the next week to be included in the next newsletter. But he
again re-iterated that due process had been followed.

Mike Turner, son of a fermer Reclor, said that he did nat feel that Mr. Marcus Binney was doing himself
any favours with his option. He himself had read about the meetiag in the newspaper and has not
attended any other meeting but wanted to come and give his support as he believes that the plans
should have been implemented years apo.

Mr Warren moved 1o the three proposals.

2. TQ BUILD AN EXTENSION ONTO THE WEST FACING ELEVATION OF THE CHURCH AND CREATE
AN ENTRANCE THROUGH AN EXISTING OPENING THAT ULD PROVIDE AN 'ACCESS TO ALL’
ENTRANCE AND WC FACILITY, according to Gallaher Architects drawings, JOR no. 1682; DRG 10,
Rev H: Mr Warren asked for a Proposer. Steve Wilderspin proposed, Charles Le Cornu seconded, and
the proposal was adopted. {For: 40, Against: 2, Ahbstain: 2]

3. TO INSTALL A SERVERY/KITCHENETTE AREA INSIDE THE WEST CORNER OF THE CHURCH,
according to Gallaher Architects drawings, JOB no. 1682; DRG 11, Rev C: Mr Warren asked fora
Proposer. Sue Noble proposed, Charles Le Carnu seconded, and the preposal was adopted. (For. 40,
Against: 0, Abstain, 2)



Prior to the third, proposal, Mr. Mike Ethelston asked where the outlet far the extractor fan would be.
The Rector showed the meeting on the plans where the gutlet would be positioned and Mr Neble
explained that it would be positioned in accordance with the requirements of the planning department.

Prior to the proposal, the Rector recognized that the whole issue of pew removal can cause all kinds of
reactions and people generally are either for or against it; they don’l tend to sit on the fence. He then
spoke about the histary, noting that for most of the church’s history, pews did not exist; and whilst be
appreciated the differing views, he challenged the perception that "keeping the pews’ had a stronger
argument when it came to history and valuing beritage; that was not the case, and if anything it was
the other way round. The Rector then commented that initiat discussions about removing all of the
pews had taken place, but the church leadership had decided against this, and that this is not what was
now being proposed. He said that this propesal only relates ta removing the pews from the north alsle
and replacing them with chairs so that there would be mare flexibility and better visibility when it

came to services [especially special services like weddings).

Mr. Hamish Ramsey said that he would like to clarify that if the intention is only to remove the pews
irom the north aisle that there Is no sgenda at this time to remove any from anywhere else in the
church, The Rector agreed that this was the case,

Mr. Winston Le Brun said that he did not attend St Lawrence church but was a chorister al Holy Trinity
church and that since they have removed the pews from their lady chapel, it had enhanced the
congregation, abd he noted that this was the case with other churches around the island who had also

removied their pews,

Mrs. Mary Moody explained that by removing the pews it would provide space for children’s activities
and other events being held in the church and that although she had believed very much in pews
remaining in the church, she recognized that by removing them in the north aisle it would enhance the
space available; but by keeping them in the main aisle we would be able to still maintain the tradition
of the church for weddings and funerais; so it had her Full support,

Mr. James Sherry added that removing the pews in the north aisle would be needed in order to create
space to carry ot the other proposals that have been agreed, and therefore he was in support of the
2ews being removed in the north aisle.

Mr. Mike Turner said that when the pews were remaved from the lady chapel people, were given the
opportunity to buy chairs and he asked whether this would this be the case again. The Rector thanked
him for his suggestion and said that this would be something the church would consider.

Mr.Mike Ethleston asked whether any consideration had been given to costings. Mr Noble said that
Colin Smith and Partners had been appointed as Quantity Surveyors and Rossgower for carrying out
structural works, Mr Noble said that the surveyors had provided detailed costings of £130k which
included everything such as path, kitchen, removing pews, etc. apart from buying chairs.

Ilaving opened the floor to comment, Mr, Warren asked if there were any further questions or
comments. There being none, he moved forward to the third proposal

4. TO REMOVE THE PEWS IN THE NORTH AISLE OF THE NAVE AND REFLACE THEM WITH
CHAIRS, according to Gallaher Architects drawings, JOB no. 1682; DRG ¢3, Rev K: Mr Warren



asked for a Proposer. Hamish Ramsey proposed, Winston Le Brun seconded, and the proposal was
adopted, (For: 39, Against: 1, Abstain: 6}

Chartes Le Cornu stead up ta thank the Rector and Mr. Noble for ali their hard work and he
commented on the fact that during the restoration in 1997, parishioners had commented at the very
Jast minute on the plans, but had not attended any meetings previously in a similar way to this
meeting. However he said that people in the parish could have heen aware of these plans had they

wanted to. Mr Warren thanked him for his comments.

Mr. Warren thanked the assembly for their attendance.

The meeling closed at9 pm
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