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PROPOSITION

THE STATES are asked to decide whether they are afpinion -

(a) to agree that the Public should grant a rajldccess through the sea
wall as shown on Drawing No. 1 to the owners of Beach House
from Green Island slip;

(b) to authorise the Attorney General and the figredf the States to pass
any contracts that might be necessary.

MINISTER FOR TREASURY AND RESOURCES

Note: The proposal is that the right of access lshbe granted by the Public for a
consideration of £70,000 plus costs.
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REPORT
Purpose

The purpose of this report is to set out the fackd supporting documents relating to
the proposed grant of an access right through ehewsll at Green Island slip to a
property known as The Beach House.

Background

States of Jersey Standing Order 168 provides fat $and property matters to be dealt
with by the Minister for Treasury and Resources aundelegated authority, thus

removing from the Order Paper a large number oisdets that would otherwise need

to be considered by the Assembly.

The Standing Order does, however, include provisitum States members to raise
gueries or concerns regarding the proposed traoeadthis is embodied in a two-
stage Ministerial Decision process, whereby arpfinciple’ decision is followed, no
sooner than 15 working days later, by a substamte@sion. During this period, the
Minister for Treasury and Resources will responcny queries raised and consider
any representations.

Notwithstanding the experience that the vast m@javf property transactions are

dealt with under this process without queries beaiged, the current arrangement is
important in providing members with an opporturiiyraise concerns and receive full
and considered responses.

Members will see from the attached chronology thatbackground surrounding this
particular case is long and complex. Positions Haeeome quite entrenched and,
despite the best efforts of the Assistant Ministed officers, it has not been possible
to reach a solution that is acceptable to all parti

Executive summary

The issue for States Members to consider is whethigght of access is to be granted
to the owners of The Beach House for vehicles tband enter the property via the
Green Island slip.

The Assistant Minister for Treasury and Resourcagegnotice of his intention to

grant such access following agreement of termssabgect to certain conditions under
delegated authority in accordance with States Stgn®rder 168 by way of

Ministerial Decision MD-PH-2012-0077.

The Connétable of St. Clement has raised certgactibns as to the grant of the right
and the creation of an access through the seaamallthese have not been able to be
allayed. These objections are set olAgpendix 1.

This matter has been ongoing in a variety of fositece 1998 and needs to be
resolved. A chronology of events is attachedpgendix 2.
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The issue

The Beach House does not benefit from vehiculaess;conly pedestrian access.
A site plan and image are attachedppendix 3.

The owners of the property are seeking to obtagnripht of access, on commercial
terms, from the Public and undertake the workgé¢ate the access at their expense.

In order to create access, an opening needs teebeed in the sea wall with the access
taken from the slip, which is currently used fobje parking and the location of a
concession.

In considering whether a right of access may betgrh Jersey Property Holdings
(JPH) on behalf of the Public has considered a murabissues, as follows:

Crown consent

The foreshore is owned by the Crown and held byPthiglic by way of a long lease.
The consent of the Crown is required for any godraccess.

H.M. Receiver-General is willing to grant consentbject to the Public agreeing and
confirming all statutory consents are in place.

Public consent

JPH has agreed commercial terms for the access7@fO&0 subject to certain
conditions, and have recommended that the trasaptoceed once these conditions
are met.

These are —

* The owners accept that access is at their ownariskwill not be policed by
any Public, statutory or other body and cannotuseanteed

» All costs in creating the access will be met bydkaers of The Beach House
» Final approval of drawings and specification of #ezess works is required
from the Transport and Technical Services Departmgmior to

commencement

* No liability falls to the Public, statutory or othsuch body for loss to access
from the slip due to repair, maintenance, rebugdor other loss of the
slipway

* A restrictive covenant is to be included in thetcact preventing the existing
built area of The Beach House being extended, ctenieor significantly
altered without consent at an additional premium.

Appendix 4 sets out the Ministerial Decision.

It should be noted that The Crown will receive 168the premium achieved.
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Planning

There is a valid planning permission for the crabf the access. This is by way of
the original consent for the building of The Beatbuse dated 22nd October 2002.
Details of the consent are set oufjppendix 5.

The Planning Department has sought confirmatiomftbe Solicitor General, who is
of the opinion that the permission is valid.

Concession on the slip

The concessionaire who operates the deckchairckcenrrently parks the trailer in
the vicinity of the proposed opening. They haveficored that they are willing to
relocate elsewhere on the slip, and that they mavdifficulty with the access being
granted.

Policing of access

The Parish has concerns that the Honorary Politleb&iunder undue pressure to
police the slip if a member of the public blocke #iccess. It has been agreed with the
owners of The Beach House that the risk lies widgmt, and this would form part of
the conditions of the contract. For the avoidantéaubt, the Parish would not be
required to police the access.

Creation of access
One of the conditions of the grant is that the scgke undertaken to the satisfaction
of the Transport and Technical Services Departm€htS). Prior to the

commencement of any works, the specification aagvioirgs must be approved.

TTS are satisfied that the proposed access isbleasind does not pose a significant
risk of flooding.

Additionally, expert engineering advice has bedmnstted by the owners to support
this application (seAppendix 6).

Health and safety

An expert report has been commissioned by the awvokiThe Beach House, which
states that the creation of the access poses ategtéreat for users of the slip than
the current ability of cars to use the access(skpAppendix 7).

Historic plagues

A condition of the grant of access is that the dtistplagues will be relocated at the
expense of the owners of The Beach House to anloit@ion on the slip wall.

Summary
It is believed that all the necessary statutoryseots are in place, and that the works

to be carried out will not detrimentally affect thetained Public land interest, subject
to confirmation by TTS to the engineering treatment
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Recommendation

It is recommended that the approval be grantetigmtvners of The Beach House to
create a vehicle right of access, on the basibeptemium agreed and subject to the
conditions identified.

Financial and manpower implications

The Public would benefit from a receipt of £70,0@38s 10% to the Crown, should the
access be granted. There are no manpower imphsatoo the States arising from this
proposition.
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APPENDIX 1

OBJECTIONS OF THE CONNETABLE OF ST. CLEMENT

| am grateful to the Minister for Treasury and Resources for allowing me to
incorporate the concermns of the Parish of St Clément within this document.

As the Minister states in his report, the background surrounding this particular case
iz long and complex, but the position of the Parish has been consistent since the
threat of a breach in the sea defencaes was first mooted in 1998,

Successive Public Services Committees have always sgreed with the position of the
Parish regarding the integrity of the sea wall, the added risk of flouding if the breach
were to be permitted and pedestrian safety in this very small but extremely popular
beach araa.

The position of the Parish and the Public Services Committes was also supported by
the Board of Administrative Appezl (the predecessor of the Complaints Bozard) who
reported as follows subsequent to a hearing requested by the owners of *“The Beach
House®, then known as "Roclkview™-

The objections of the Parish to this propossd development can be summarised as
follows:-

* Lack of consultation with tha Parish prior to planning consent being granted.

» Impact of the proposed works on the integrity of the sea wall.

+ Risk of flooding to nearby properties due the breach in the sea wall.

« impact of pedestrian safety from traffic exiting from the propesed scoess onto
the slipway.

+ There is no oither sansible lecation for the beach concession.

+ Because the slipway Is a designated parking area It will be impossible for the
Parish to police vehicles blocking the proposed access.

* The Minister relies on a report commissioned by the owners of “The Beach
House® and camed out by a Police Officer who specialises in Forensic
Collision Investigation for reassurance that this braach will have no negative
impact. | acknowledge that the author of the report was previously employed
as a Civil Engineer. Howaver the report concludes that the creation of the
proposed vehicular access "will not impact on the aesthetics of the area”™ and
the "construction will not breach the seawall defences In any way”. This is
desplte the fact that it is proposed to create 12° opening in the wall.

It is clear that this propesition should not be supported.
Len Norman

Connétable of 8t Clément
Attached copy of the Review Board Decision of June 26, 2001.

Page -7

P.16/2013



1386/201/12(6)
BOARD OF ADMINISTRATIVE APPEAL
Tuesday 26th Jane 2001

Complaiat by ¥r and Mre Leonard Philip Banduins (represented by
Mr. N.P.E. Le Gresley) against a decision of the Public Services Comumittes

Hearing constituted undear the Administrative
Drecisions (Review) {Jersay) Law 1982, as amended

1. Presant -
Board Members

MrR.R. Jame CB.E, Chairmar
s L. King M.EE.
Advocats G. La V. Fiott

Complainants

Mr and Mrs L.P. Bandains
Mr. MP.E Lo Grealey

Public Sarvices Cammitres

Deputy A 8 Crowersd: - President
Mr_ J. Richardson, Chisf Offcer deslgnats

Parish of 5t Clament
Connéiable 5.7 Le Comu

States Creffe

MrMN. de la Hays, Depaty Greffier of the States

The hearing was held in public ar Samarés Methodist Churel Hall, St Clement on 26tk Fune
2001,

2 Summary of the dispute.

21 The Board was comvensd to hear a complaimt of Mr and Mz LP. Baudains
(represented by Mr, NPE Le Gresley) sgainst a decision of the Public Ssrvices
Commiites o refise permission for the creation of 22 gpening in the sea wall
adjoining the propersy mowa as ‘Bockview’ snd the creation of a vehiculsr acoess to
the property over the slipway lesding to Green [sland beach which is administapsd v
the Poblic Services Committes.
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3l

4.1

432

4.3

44

4.4

Site Visit to “Rockview

Aﬂﬂthufomalcpcnﬁugofihamatmwnﬁmhﬂnﬂmpm
munmmeIsianﬁsﬁmyh: ﬁmmgsimofthepmpumd emtrance.
Mz, L Gresley showed the Board the locptiog ol the proposed spening and the

Summary of the Complainant’s caze,

The Bowrd had recafved 2 fult written mzmary of the Complainants’ case befire the
hﬂmmmmmﬂmmmdBmmw

Mr. Le Gresley, on healf of the Complainants, explained in his abmissions tha
dthoughmmmammﬁmﬂghtnfmyﬁumthEmwkuﬁumHmdm
‘Rockview’ no vebisniar scosss was enjoved 10 the proparty. As a result Mr Le
Oresley contactsd the Conveyaneing Scction of the Law Officers Department in
Ocmbarlm?hm@mﬁmmbcummmﬁshwwummm

.Wamﬁmﬁasmmhpmmmaﬂuwawmmmbam

Mr. Backelat, Head of Conveyancing st the Law Offiners’ Department, advised Mr

La%ﬂmﬁnsﬁpwymwwﬁchnﬁgmafwwmmmuwwm

meubutlusedwﬁﬂpubﬁc. 'Iheslipmymitﬁcwﬁoiniugmwﬂim
Eommr

In Movember 1597 Mr. Lz Gresley attended 2 site visit with Mr. Bechelet, B0
meﬁmm.lmim Chris Cm,vabm'&ma&nwmufdmhnpgﬂy

In Jemuary 1998 Mr Le Gmlwrwdvﬁalmﬁmmwofmm
smwmzmmamwnmmM@mm
pnﬁmiplgwth:maﬁonufmmbﬂmlﬁiugﬁmMuld be done until plarming
pemmission for the propessd access was received from the Plerming and Environment
Commitee,
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not of relevance to the Board. [n addition s the letters of objection the Planning
Dep!runﬂntmmivadalcttsrinlﬁnfﬂlbﬂrhgmﬁumh{rﬁl Cuthbes, Manager,
Enginssring smnﬂ:ﬂM&SWDmm-

I refer 1o your letter dared 27t Febracry 1998 regarding the Planming appifcation
0 create @ hew vehiculor docess amto Gresn Inland slipwep.

d:mmrmmmyqfﬂmpmpmﬁafm;gnfm&mwmm
apening tirough the sea wall whfchfama’sra&eadnﬂmwm of this Departmani,
ir principle there iv 2o oémmmmpmpaﬂahrmmntmhmmd
mﬂamrﬁaémmﬂwr@wmgﬁcmﬂmﬂ

4.7 Pmm;pmuimwmmmwmmﬂmmwmmdbyﬂmthing
end Exvironment Committes on 12th March 1558 and following the gramt of dat

45 D&L?G{uﬂwmmhmh@msnﬁcwwmhﬂlwﬁcmﬂmﬁg

consent Fom the relevant Commiliess would
now be songht 50 tht&ahwﬂf&;m‘ﬂapmﬁummﬂdbemdmmlm
the matter.

49 ML:Grmleyhmdmmmabﬂth:dtmacﬁwmﬁlhenchﬁam
datzd 24th Novemher 1998 from the Head of Conveyancing at the Law Officass’
Department stating that the Public Services Committee, at i mesting of 2ls
S-:phembu;]ﬂs,hddnidadthar'uwasmtprspuudhmcbmtﬁ:rihe
propessd cpening in the slipwey, This was the first intimation received by the
mmmmmmﬂmﬂarmmﬂoﬂmiM'smmm
the provious indi:arinuthntthmpm*inpfmﬁ.ﬁjic,mqumﬂm

4,10 EﬂCcmphiummdidmpmmﬂnmmrihﬂuwingmdptcfﬁm latier as dhey
were involved in g pateniial lagal
— = ~iq.hnjm—mc-ﬁnpm?—%:ckﬁm“.—ﬁmwﬁaﬂw—t&rmsﬂu" 'Etzﬁ“'uf"ﬁ_uﬁn_"

ummmmmmwmmmmmw .
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52

33

54

55

Summary of the Committes"s case,

The Board had received 2 full writtsn summary of the Copmistes’s coss befors He
bearing and the written submissions were empliffed by Depury A5, Crowsoft, the
Camm#mhﬂdmnmdh&hhnﬂiﬂn:dsmcujefoﬂcudasima.

Deputy Croweroft expiained that the Comumities had considered the matter on severs]
occnsions including in Jeouary 2001 after the request for a review by 2 Board of
Administrative Appeal bed bess srbmitted. Howeyer the Committes had decided on
each occasion that i was net prepered to grast permission.

mum'sﬁﬂmbmmmhﬁmmgm;m
safety and the intagrity of the sez wall. [n rolation to the St the Committes™s view
wiﬂv&ﬂmmdmmmmmmcearﬁgﬁtmﬁmmmmpm
wirhuﬁmllymﬁaﬂﬂityofpcrsuusmmesﬂpvmt Although the Compaittes
accapted that these was vehicalar waffic on the slipway at present, this teffc was
cleariy visible o pedestdars. The presence of vehicles on the slipway presented a
ceriain dapger bt it would be extremely foolish of the Committse o allow an
edditional danger t be crosted especially as the pedestrian ronte fom the westem
side of the slipway to the car pack was well usad I the new access were creatsd
mmmmmm;muﬁmmm&mu

The Committes's second objestion relsiod to the integrity of the sea defences. The
Committes was extmmely concemed that an epening i the sea wall at this location
conid allow sez water 1o food into ‘Rocloview” and nedghbousing properties in storm
condiiions, mcmmmcmadiﬁuﬂmbeﬁxbhfmmhdmyﬂ
i:aﬂawedﬁ.uwwapaﬂﬂgbb-&mﬁi

The Commuittes accepted that the dealings with the Complainants had not besn -
entirely satisfectory, In particalar the Commities accapred that the former Manager
nf&mmﬁg&m;mmﬂl.mmamdnmhmgﬁmmmm
the Complainants by indicating thet there was no objection in principle to the
proposal wien it had not besn considered by ths Committee itself  However the
Commitres’s case was that the Compleinants should have besn aware fom
vomespondence moefved thet the tansaction was subjest o approval by the

-Committes-and-members of the public-should nottakecomfort fom ndisitioss fom

officers when dealing with the States. Furthermore the issus of plansing consent was
nutofpuﬁmuarmbavmmﬂlisﬂuﬂmemﬂudsﬁpmqumﬁuuwmum
the administration of the Public Services Committes and the tansiction could nor
procesd without approval fom the Committes. The Committee nevertheiess
conceded that there hed been a lack of co-oedination between the Property Services
DuparmmuﬁichhdnﬁmmmCWamsommﬁﬂwﬂm
mmsaction, and dhe Publis Services Depuriment. The Compleinants had clearly baen
eneoumaged by the euly indications that the transaction could procesd although, in
m&mg'smﬁmhmﬂuummmeﬂmlyhamﬁxapeﬁmdmm
momths, from Mesch to September 1998,

DememmmﬁhﬂhﬂrndﬂmHmmﬂiﬂﬂmudgimldmhnha&bmmby
the Comminee as previously copstituled, and not under his presidenay. When the
Committes tnder his presidency bad reconsidered the matter it had, in his woeds, to
chooss between the Tammer of pwe &uils. On the ons hend the Committes had o
comsider the sense of grievinco falt by the Complainants a5 a result of the
encouragement received wiilst, on the other hard, the Commitree had ts sansider the
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serious consequances of granting permission  After careful considerstion it biact
concluded thes, &ﬁpiumemaafﬁdwﬂsmmhadaccuﬁﬂ,hwmldmtbc
sezepiable o allow the enirance 1o he created,

a. Parish of 8¢ Clement.

6.1 nﬁEﬂW!aaEmC]mmmmﬂqMMﬂnﬁaﬂ,mm
amﬁmmmmmmmmmm“mﬁamﬁm
Parish sntharities of St Clement. Con.nﬁt:bl:LaComushmmdphmmphsdﬁe
area teleen 2l high tide during a winter stomm i 1992, The parish authorities shared
mmofmcmmmmmmmpawmmmmmmm
relation 1o the potentiel risks involved in breaching the sea defences. M sddition the
Puishwcmmﬂlatpuﬂcmgp&tﬁmmutdﬂhaifamwwhicﬂumm
wuqutbdaaitwmﬂdhwrhblybehiwkﬂbypﬁrhd%mbusym
dayamﬂﬂnparjs&poﬁc:wﬁuldthmbacaﬂadupm

7. Tha Board®s findings.

.1l AmﬂazﬂmcwmdeiWs[Rzﬁswjﬂm)hwwﬁlaaamﬂnﬂﬁ,
ellows any pemon who is aggrieved by a decision made, or by anoy matter of
ﬂdﬂmadanbymtumiMurDepammnfthuSm,mﬁppbfﬂumﬁw
by & Board of Administrative Appeal. The Board considers thet the Complainants
have cvery reascn 10 be aggrieved by the actions of the States Committess and
Dupumumﬂﬂthawbminwlwdﬁ;thiamcw-h:b:h,inmcﬁnard’svm,hﬂs
revealed & serious level of maladministration and lack of co-orcination betwesn
States bodies, Heaving made sn initial anproach to the Law Offcars’ Department the

i were given constent encouragemeni that the application would
proceed. HﬂMajm":Mmeamhﬁcamdthﬂhshﬂmubjm
piamingcnns:utwasmncadmdauniureﬂinqufﬂmhnbﬁc&nﬁmmpm
mﬁmmmmmmmmmmmm,mmmm
that Department. The Hoard noted that this latter appesred to be fuconsistent with an
mmmmmmmmnfmrmmmnwmwmm
same olficer of the Public Services Degartment wrods T am concerned ar the possibie
@cﬁaﬂﬁgmwﬂmﬂﬁmk%wfﬁhumﬁhbw&ﬂmﬁmmﬁmm

. tidal actien’, ﬁemmemmigimmmcumphhmmmﬂnﬁuamiuahmﬂ

«ow o - ----ngtification: of &w-mf—hmamm"ﬂgﬂeﬂmw_ﬁﬁbﬁﬁ by e
Dhmrﬁ&wﬁﬂmmhwufmmm%m&mmjm
being sent o the Cozoplainants, The Hoard noted from the letters copied to il thee the
Ci i wm,aiﬂaismat,socwﬂdmﬁlﬂﬂacuﬁmﬁonwuldpm:mdm
mumwmm;:mmil,m,mmmﬂmﬁmwmnm
of Comveyancing, m@mmm’lm?mwn.ﬁmﬂydasmﬁ:ﬂuwingmiptuf
aletwﬂumtthuﬂurCamingiuNwmberwssmmngthmthagau
mesting beld some two months sarfier, fhe proposal bad beea rejected by the Public
Services Committes, )

72 ﬁcmmmchmmmﬁsmammdﬂhiumﬂw

i , has boen very finely balanced. [t has considerad whether the [avel of
ucumng:mmgmmﬁsCumphimmwnmgmmitwmmWM%h
for the Committes to raject the applicaticn. It bas also, however, considered whathar
H:sdmiﬁmﬁhqby&cﬂummﬂmmmh&mmding&smumgumﬁm
i the Complaipants, ultimately the eomrast ops, Taking all the issnes mto zecoup:
the Board has, sormewhar relctantly, concluded thet the Committes"s decision WAE,
on balancs, comect. The Board sccepts that the two grounds relied on by the
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Committes, n;m:iymaiumgﬂ:yafm:mmﬂand.pm more impormty,
pedesirian safety , are impoctznt soncsius and it would not have bean in the poblic
interest for the Hosd to heve ignored those issues siiply becanse of the
malsdministation tat had ossurrsd. The Board therefors rejects the somplaint and
will not ask the Committa to reconsider its decision.

Inmaﬁnglbisdaciﬂnnﬂl:andM&hwtumakehnlﬁarﬂmtﬂbuwmﬁmeo
sympadhy for the positios of the Compleinents, They have umiouhtedly insurred
mmmmkﬂmhpmwmswmnmmmmhmmx
slages 0 expest tat it wenld procesd to a satisfactory conclusion, Althouzh soms
Lam&wm&vedmhﬂdad‘hbjmmmwﬂ’ athers wera
simply headed ‘Subject to Contract’. The Board was not impressed with the
Gummm'saamﬁmthuMnago&maushmw:mchadamgewtmwwmﬂd
uhwﬂybmdmgbmm&qwmdmdmbewhjemmmw&mm
approval. Althemgh it is mot within the Board's remit w0 advise the Complainents on
tha way forward the Board considers thar other remedies may be availeble to them, It
iswithaamnmmtmdnBoardmithumpmmdeaiwiﬂlﬂnmﬂeruf
" oosts ag iz legal proceedings as, if it had the power, it would undoubtsdly suggest that
mmmmmummwmwlammmmﬂmmmm
The Doard considers thar citizess are entitied 1o & higher standard of servies from
Cmndbwmm:mwmmmmm In
partiouler this case has reveslod an apparcot [ack of co-ordination betwean
Departments which has led to the difficultes referred ko seclier, The Board sonsiders
that efforts omst be mads to improve the co-ordinsdon betwesn Depariments
inwhmdhmhmaacﬁmmwoidsimﬂﬂmh]ﬂmmmmmm In
addition the Board hs sympathy with the Connétahis of St Clament who considersd
m:mmmmmcmdmmmwmywmhnh
:claﬁonmﬂnmnubnaramusmunmpwﬁnrmmiuﬂmirpmmﬁwﬂ
urges that Connéiables should always be consuited =t an early stage, not only besause
ihey heve an in-depth knowledee of their own parish, but also becauss fhe Parith
mmﬁaswﬂ;ifmmmmmmmmmmmmmmw

policing problems,
Signed and dated by -
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APPENDIX 2
CHRONOLOGY OF EVENTS

‘ROCKVIEW GREEN ISLAND
CHRONOLOGY

1. 12/3M88 - Plaming Application approved for the formation of an access onto the

slip/car park P/M S88/0188. Included in that applcation wes s consulisfion response

from P30 indicating that thers would ba no objaction 10 the sccass subject o

eorract. The Perisin objected to fhe sppficstion but it was neverthsisss spproved.

The application swes accompanied by g letter thar indicgted Public Services

Commites would have to approve the proposal in terms of permission o bresch

the wall.

217988 — Public Servicaes Commiitss NOT prepared i0 grant access rights dues to

the objaction of the Parish

24aM1/98 — 1 stter from Law Officers confimmed the position of the Committes to the

her

Fause in cormespondance dué 1o the desth of the owher

8/7/98 — letter from owned's solicitor (R i L =w Oficers querying thes

position of Public Sarvices Commitias,

12/7/98 — Law Qificers confirm the PSC position asmcalhvmng the &scass

Matter refamad to an Admiisirative Board of Appesl

26601 — Board of Appeal upholds the Commitieses position on the basis that |t|s

entitled to resch the dedsion in reschead.

17702 — Planning applicstion submittad (PR2O02MA S0 for the demaliton of the

existing dwelling and the ereciion of & new dwalling, Submiitfed plan showed no

2ccess from the slipficar park. PSD (Highways) did not chiect. Parish ware not

consuliad.

10.19M 002 - Amendad plan submitted showing & vehiculer acoses to the site off ihe
sip and & vehicle Wwmning ares on the site. Thers was no referrsl of the smanded

& 0 an

11.Z22M0/D2 — P00 1802 APPROVED by tha csss offiver under dealegated powsrs.
A condition indicated thet the wall had to be sppropriately finishwed following the
insartion of the access. Devalopment commeanced within the S wear limit and as
s1ich gl elemants of t—whether consfucted at the Sme or not — have planming
parmission, The drivewsy and acoass ramain unimplamantsd as of June 2011

12.4M 202 — planning spplication receied (PBL20022828) to sonstruct basamant
ocarage o previcusty approved property. FDS consufted and obfected 1o the access
as demorsirated on the subtitted plan on the basis of previous PSC commernts,
Notwithslanding the PDS commeanis the applicaion was approved on 20M1/03 but
has rever besn implemsanied

12, April 2003 to November 2008 — excheanges of comaspondence bebwesn the owner

J and their Advosess with PSIVT 15 regarding obtaining access

from tha slip. Discussions included the =f=fus of the Reviow Board decision and the
technical sspect of consinscing the acoess.

e PNG pp @ oN

14 6/11/08 — heiter from TTS to owner's Advocate indicsiing thet the request to form
the access must be considersd afresh and the process should be through the
mechsnism of &n application for planning permission which would == a matier of
corss irvolve consuitation with all interested parties,

15. Early 2008 — became apparent that planning permission for the acoass was
already in place by virtus of PROO2MAS0Z.

TE. Mid 2009 — discussions betwesn T 13 and Planning regarding the situstion ook
place nciuding & si#e mesting wiih the Constable of St Clameants to hightight the
gxtant parmission for the accass,

17.2M0/M09 — Meeting of the Mindster TTS and Minister PEE o discuss the sitation.
Discusalon resulted in a lattar io the Law Officars seeking advice on 3 issuesilig

Queries from the owners Bnowl Advecats eculd
onaly b responded i in the context of wailing for the Law Officers’ advics
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Jersey Property Holdings

Chronology

Praperty/Subject: The Beach House

Date: 29 Movermnbar 2012

File Ref No: 0448-01-003

2810712011 JPH revisw fle in respect of whether Public nesd fo grant
COnNEEIt

3107/2011 JPH report to Acting chief Officer and Assistant Minlster
confimming infial view that consent should not bs nefused
subject 1o issuss ® blockags of access and other commernsal
terms end conditions.

16/08/2011 JPH Inftial recommendafion reganding ferms, condiions and
indepandent valuation and confirmation to procead.

180872011 Anents instructed for Public.

2210872011 JPH inifial draft report prepared.

Detober 2011 - MNegotistions and discussions re valustion and costs,

Elarch 2012

26/03/2012 Lettar fo Chisf Ministsr regarding dispute over veluations.

B4f07i2012 Agresment of final terms as preparation of Ministerial Dedlslon.

aifoar2012 Ministarisl Dacision signed.
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SITE PLAN AND IMAGES

APPENDIX 3

-2 Liwary Plape 51 Hellar Jersey JE2 38 Toi-
09532 2551 Fax: 01534 27328
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(MD-PH-2012-0077)

APPENDIX 4
JERSEY PROPERTY HOLDINGS TRANSACTION RECOMMENDATION

Decision Summary

Treasury & Resources Department

Ministerial Decision

Decision Reference: MD-PH-2012-0077

Decision Summary
Title (File Name):

0S5 — Beach House,
Green Island, 5t
Clement — right to
access through the
sea wall

Date of Decision
Summary:

1% August 2012

Decision Summary | Assistant Director — Decision Summary: | Public
Author: Strategic Planning Public or Exempt?

and Estate

Management
Type of Report: Written Person Giving MNIA

Cral or Written?

Cral Report:

Written Report
Title (File Name):

WR - Beach House,

Green Island, 5t
Clement — right to
access through the
sea wall

Date of Written
Report:

1% August 2012

Written Report
Author:

Assistant Director —
Strategic Planning
and Estate
Management

Written Report :
Public or Exempt?

Exempt Clause refs.
3.2.1 (a)i)
5D - Public

Subject: Beach House, Green Island, 5t Clement — right to access through the sea wall

(MIG 0448-01-001)

Decision(s):

1. The Minister decided, as recommended by Jersey Property Holdings, to notify the
States of his intention to:

a. qgrant a right of access through the sea wall to the owners of The Beach House, from
the Green Island slip.

Reason(s) for Decision:

1. Under Standing Order 168 (1) (b) the Minister is obliged to notify the States that he
has accepted the recommendation of Jersey Property Holdings fo agree to the
above land transaction

2. Under Standing Order 168 (5) the Minister hereby authorised the Attormey General
and the Greffier to pass any contract which is required to be passed on behalf of

the Public.

Resource Implications:

There are no financial, manpower or balance sheet implications in respect of this

decision other than those detailed in the report.

© States of Jorsey

Page1of2
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Decision Summary

Action required:

1. In accordance with Standing Order 168 (3) this decision must be presented to the
States at least 15 working days hefore the contract is passed. After the expiry of 15
working days following presentation to the States the fransaction may be concluded.

Signature: Position:
Deputy E Noel *
Assistant Minister for Treasury & Resources

Date Signed: Date of Decision (If different from Date
Signed):

* Under delegated powers approved by the Minister for Treasury and Resources 15 March 2012 —
MD-TR-2012-0031.

© Exales of Jermey Fage2ol2
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APPENDIX 5

PLANNING CONSENT 22ND OCTOBER 2002

: )i
"The Plasming and Brviromm ent Conmitiss, lieving consSersd yourr application herdby -.
GRANTS PERMISSION TG DEVELCP LAND' wader the tind Plaing (ersey) Law, | teprsr—dlf
Toed, o

Q
Themolish existing dwelliog and construct 3 stovey houss

Tobecored oot &

Reckview, Grees laland, St. Clatat.

Sabject to compliancs with e foliowing conditiors and apmiad ple(Eh
Stamdard Conditfon

A, s developnrent sy porniited huwned commmenced wiftin thres yeers of the
fecirion deta, (s permission shall sese to be velid,
Resrmt The Marsiag g Bovbrommend Coroittes resecvis @i dght to reconsider s
penposal cansagrat on eny ftire chags of dreamsmes or policy.

Q coditions

. Thee ol elenfone, eviensions or smodments to the exisiing ses wil ghafl eactly R Ve
motch ifs appeannce; to the safisfintim of the Flmoing wd Raviremeent commmiios 2

2, ‘The fits foor window(sh in the rear devation of the dwulting heeoby peomiteed peletine 1}
10 fhe B and She srady shafl be ol pemsarertly fived, rem-apening degipn, end dnflbe i

3. Thebaloony on the seuth facing clevation of the dwelling hopsly peamitied shall be ﬁ
mmmmmwhﬂammmg L
dagign, emd il b Site sk peomene iy orainmined wiE obeoms glaes, P

1. Topmolest e virm! ameiiy ol S e wall and i amines %

T CALEICN P BT Page =)

Thin eadsfisa i vy o evi ey ok (5 1v2 oy ki o prien At o st g, i s b el i ol v PATS g b
e worler way e Jow, de iivlers, e dom el vl ey private ety v er dows i alimive v apidennd theos i peed o shidk
i of i ovotes’ e e el Ty wriich  promsinde Snies.
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APPENDIX 6

DESIGN REPORT FOR CREATION OF ENTRANCE

Considerafions for the Design of the entranceway 1o
the property “ROCK VIEW= from the island Car
Park and slipway -
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T
Imrrodyction

\ Allow me o fnioducs seysclf T am MU, 1 | sm comenty
employed as a Police offices, My specialist field with in the police fovoe is thet of
Foarense Callision invesipstion zod I arm & presest an Associste member of the
Ensﬁmauflbuﬁcmﬁdmthwﬂimimmquﬂtﬁudmdhn{&ﬁcﬁw
mdg{ﬁdamriﬁcﬂ:inﬁlem&ﬂﬁﬁsiﬁchmﬁﬁﬂimfm?@mﬂﬁm

2. Previoushy tomy this I was ssployed as & Civil Eogineer in Jersey snd woded
within fhwt feld for Fouriess Wears, prog becoming g Polce Officer, { hold both:
amm&@mmﬂammgmmgmmm
Engmeering. | spesialized for my Floal Yeer thesis on Armoured revetoet
protection in Coastal Defenca widss.

3. My brief fror: IS———: s beon to fonk af all especis relating & the
irtroduction of and constretion of a vehiouiar access oni e shipway ot Green
Esland and is associzted works, For considerarion of the impact on. the weldolar
morvernents | sk thet vou refor o the previons repart sebmitted by zy former
colSeme M e bis lzyour plen.

Laocation

4. Cipeen Il 5 2 popeler sosth cosst st location. By it's very petuee dhe axmafl
grass topped rocky Esland i simated some 308m offshore smongsl & mltitade of
ofher rocky heads within the confius of the vast area of rocks which make up
soteh sest commer of the Ielend of Jersep. i

5. Thia ke led to the
frrmation of a very nice
sheltered sandy beach,
which has proved popalar
with visitors. Asaresalta
Car perk has been frrmed
and @ thaving
CaftRestammant is being
T adjasent to the property
“Rock View". Figme (I}
shewes the regulations i
force In the Cor Park of s
e,

Figmre (1)

. Teading fom e Car Perk dotwn on 2o the
beach to the Tear of Green Kand 15 8 Grasite
cobble Slip way wihich allows Car Pardns on
the ripit hand side caly as seen in Figore £2).

7. The only resivictions e these imposed by the
Sigm in figrrs (33 below
Figre )
2
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Figome (£)

Figere (3)

8. Toike North West of the spway is fhe geeamite seawall that forms part of the
preperty “Rock View™ and i Ts fhis well Gl we shall be concerned with when

considering the proposals fir the wehicolar sccess Fignee (£)

Desiign Copsiduras

9, Whenewer degigning a deliberare hresch in any Coastil soe wall defences ceversk
fhators should be taken inlo consideration. W should consider thoss that effect
Coastal evosion and the merhenies of weve acfion. We can fhes spply thess desien
peinciples 10 negaie thedr ofects.

10. Waves ane nermoalty generated by the effect of wind passing over fhe sriice of
the wter smed e therefors dependant on seversl Sastoes. The Sovoe of the wind,
the dusstion thet it blows st the *Fehch™, that i the clam distenes that the wind
whilst i comtect hag to Mow over the weter. These are the main fastore offtcting
wave gemrslion.

15, Grees Tstand is sitpated on the souil eoes end therefire e Feich s Mnlted 1o the
Bay of Granwifls end its sleer dEsmnoe fiom sech meky outorops as the Pimtes:
des biinguiers ot high fide.

12 The state of the tide, the depth of the water end the phase of the moon also affect
wave height, A worst-case scensrio beirg o spring high tide. See water levels sne
lso afferted hy ammospheric precsire croeine what e known g 4 Seiche Tiges
‘This 13 whes an exceptiorslby low presame ghove the water surfmee alfows the
waier i e

13, These factors thai | have mentioned are of covase wheat can directy affest the
waves that break o the Segward side of (heen Blaud, Thw slhipway i on the
Loowerd side amd thers are several other factors, which oome into play.

3
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B

14, The I=land wiH in irs self-ace as & Coasts] defines end will dissipels wave cnargy-
Tt will slen sl a certsin mnownt of wave rsfiaction, which means that fho wave
front will be bent roend the islaod as it stries

15, The fow is therefore In soveral different directions to the Lewird side of G
solamd. This com be cleardy sean by the way in wikch the sand end dhéngle bas been
deposited

14, T have observed that aflowing the wave o bresk and me wp of “swesh™ on 1o the
shipwy 2 ersesds back over fhe sides, finally dissipates the weve esegy.

Desion Criteria

17. The proposal éhex is & firoduos & vehicolar access o the scawall a3 showa in
fiamrs {57 below, The wall i comenfly at #s lowest point t2m above the shpway
and ihe et garden 2o the propenty “Rock View™ is sibeied level with fhiz and e
‘base of the woodes fenee shown, The width of the etfeenes 13 such thet the granite
OWTEE S S PETSE,

13, The proposad thersiore is fo ont ixdo the wall and araiz 4 sloprng Eriveway
peesalls] with and adiacent to the rear of the calB/Restasrct. With & splayed month
0 prevert sy sharp comens and to be bn keeping with the existing walic and
srrroumding edldings.

19, The “ramp™ woald slope o for af laast 15metess beftre regaioing the level of e
existing ground in the reer of the property. Ti is proposed that the Ramp be
eorametnd s a renek in renfireed concnste, which womntd bave the faner faces
Haaed with granite for sesdeiics and wouid thesafiore form a sealsd wmit snd
peeven: any erosion showld sy seawater ach thet B
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20, Contained with i the ot is & sheich plan snd Secfional views of the proposed
seinforced conerete vemp fhet will be constreeled to engineer’s details, See
Dieening wamber JCPOCOL

21 The proposals outfiaed will e more then adeqrste to prevent £ hroach or
exploitation of a hreech in the cosstal defumces In this sres, which is mers e
can e seld for abreach thet shrady oxists in the e well soime 18 metess wesl of
the proposed woks, see figree (5)

22, The bresch as we cen see from the photogoeph i some O 86m below fhe level of
the propossd pew entracceway. I ém not awae of sy Issues with the corrent
breach as construcied and cermot sec any isyees arising fom a poopedy
constrncted new acoess cuto (e sHpway.

{ Figmme (6}

i
:

“Rock view™

ﬁﬁ;émm

23. Most Coastal defermce works are assesced on thefs oesits 22 being constrocied o
withstend & certsin predictsd probebilify of on event necioring. An scample being
iheer they may be constroctsd to witivtend 4 one fnone busdred yesr steems. The
itioly fiood of thern beng overiopped or breashad reselis in & ditecl cost
comparison hetvaesr the predicated costs of repairs v damage cansed by the storm
pocrring againet the inftis owtay of The defences eg consruoed.

24, Last yemws 5w a one in forty years sinren event £ hit the Island and couple with
the sprimg High tides the land hattrned down (o dde fhis ot T observed this
event qt Green Eland ot ingh tide and se prediced the offhore felmd
predosninantly shearhed the stom surge. AX that was left o dissipate on the shp
way and area of e proposed whwmﬂmmﬁo:m@ﬁymnﬁnmm
waves s did not reach the i park level and oaly jest resched fhe base of the
wall bameath the Plagques.
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T T .
Conclugions

25, T exmschde then: the crestion of'a velioalar soooss 1o the propenty “Reck: View™
on the praite cobbled shp wey af Green Island if construeted w0 the specificafons
proposed and i the mamer desciibed would inmy opisdon exbence the area not
Aetract feora i, [ty ereation will not impeet on @ aesthefics of thearea as £ 15
peoposed to constrat The entranee wsing traditions! materizls and Snidhes.

26. The ronstraction will not breemdh the ssawall defemces in sy way as they are
designed (o tia in with and remgin ot the cxisting levels. Unlike those that alesdy
exist 18m West and £.86m lewer down (e seawsll

37, The vehicular traffic using the access will be lebt and infrequent and its nclesion
will prevent = choke point with parding s the top of the slipway just cuside the
Café/Resterant,
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e

Supplementary Re on the safety implications of
d siting of enfranceway fo ‘The
Beach House’, Green Island, St Clement.

Repart prepered by MR 7.0 1 £v
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Fenpey of S
The Bremoh Himos snines ar Greee [slnsd

1.

11

1.2

21

3

Diated 3% December 2007
introduction

Following on from my previous report dated 67 Apdd 2008, | have been
astked to comment frther on concems raised regarding whather the
proposed driveway for “The Beach Howse® would comiom: to the
Transpart and Technical Services Dept guidelines in relafion o visibiity
sightiines.

In order io assist this repost | have had view of ceriain documents,
namely = plan and lsgend marked s 1098/, and pages 4 1o 7 of the
aforementioned guidslres. | slso have pamons! nowledge of the area
i questicn.

Comment

Having shidled these guidelnas & is Immedistely cbvious that they
relate specifically to anfrances entaring ondo the public mad system
whemn vehicles sxiing thoss enlfences and diveways must ses and be
sean by vehicles fraveling on the main reads,

As such a graph has besn produced to show how far a drjves would

‘resd i be shls io sss atong the road dspending wpon the 85%

percantiie speed of that road.

Great play s made upon the fact thet fhe 85 percentile speed for
many of tha ishnds roads I8 35 MPH and that therefre, 5 many
circumstences, smerging drivers will have to have an available visibility
of 50 metres n koth direcfions,
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Rpirt o

The Bowch Msine eamance m Green [2iond

2.4 mmhmmwhﬂmﬁ'MWMw
mmﬂﬁ*pumlﬁbapmdhﬂmmmqﬂhﬁﬁ.ﬁbm.ﬁlpar
wmmmmmmmmmmwmm
cafe.

25 | am unaware T any research has bean camed oul on fis parficular
mmhmwmmmﬁamﬁmmmm
mmhﬁfﬂgﬂﬁmmimﬁimmm
mmmmmmmmmmmmmm
theat of vehicies travelling along any road.

28 u;mtmﬂmﬂmm:mmwvimmm
mnmmuﬁmmm_hm
mmmmmmmmmmm

27 mmﬂwuwmmmmhimn
huhﬁﬂdhwﬂﬂmmmnﬁmmwﬁﬁ
maafmadﬂmm-mhdaq!mnﬁﬂwmmﬂm
hﬁﬂmmﬂmﬂdrﬂaﬂmﬂmm

3 Summany

31 lamoithe uphhnﬂt!namﬁﬂawhbﬂh'hrmmm
the driveway cnio the sfipway at Green Island is peifecly adequate
mwmmwmmwwmmmww_

a2 Iaﬂ%ﬁﬁnﬁrﬁnﬂﬂkhpﬂtﬂyﬂ%h%hﬂﬂ
safety of any pedeshitans using the sin,

33 Ammmrmmewmmmgmm appesr
0 apply mons o public highway use and ameas where the trafflc speeds
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Rrpics of i
The Beach Howse eriresre o Geetn Shind

afe rmach grem the amount of visibility avallable here would appear
o fully comply with thoss guidalines,

34 Indeed, I comparison fo many driveways and entrancewsys found

arongmmwmmdrwmapmsmfsmﬂw

R T R
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52 Defonces [n refeifon io
3 Begofy Hotms™
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APPENDIX 7

HEALTH AND SAFETY REPORT FOR CREATION OF ENTRANCE

Report on the implications fol n osed
siting of enfranceway to pro ‘Rock View” from

Green Island Car Park, St Clement.

Prepared for

Report propered by NN 117 As mrs
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Pegor of S

ook Viewr syrrance & Groen siand

Dimted 62 Aprd 2006
1. indroducon

41 1 am SRR iy specislst field Is road trafiic crash investinafion. 1
am a member of the Insliiits of Traffic Accident Investigators and my
background is that | have been a Pokca Officsr for 21 yeam

12 1 was a pollce officer with the Sfates of Jersey Police beiwesn 1990
and 2004 and have been invoived in collision imesiigation since 1991,
[ iy lzsd year with the Simtes of Jemsy Police 1 was e Senior
Colilston Invesiigator.

1.3 | left the Statwms of Jarsey Police o join Avon and Somerssf
consiabulary where | am now atieched o 2 full me colision

fwesticstion unit

1.2 | have beesn ashed o commernt on some conceme ihol hove been
raised in relation to the crestion of & vehicular access o the site known
as ‘Rock View' at Green leiand m St Clamerg. | undersiond that theee
concars relats mainly o the ssfoly of users of the sfipway ot Green
Island, whers this accsss would exdt the properiy.

1.3  in order (o aselst this raport | have surveyed the area in question and
have aftached a scale plan fo this report.

Z Conmment

21  Creen lsl=nd car park s 3 public car park samvicing = major beach on
the Southess! coast of Jarsav,
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oo of —.

Ravk Wiew entrance o Deeen Tslaod

2z

23

24

5

26

2T

28

I ks sllustad within a residential amea of the parish of 5t Clement and ks
off the main coastal road. The isyout of the car park sfiows for two Enes
of parked vehiies aleng the ceniral ares end ancther Ine slong the
southem sage of the car park.

Az wel as zanvicing & majer besch there is also 2 populsr café and
restaurant locsted slongside e wesl side of the carpark,

A pumber of residential properliss sumound the wast and the north of
the car park and both sides of the roadientancewsay o fhe car paric Al
these propesiiss heve pivale driveways leading either cnio fhe car
park or e enfrance fo the car park.

Aiong the southemn edge of he car pak thers &= a promenade and a
sez wall lsading down 1o the besch below. The drop from e fop of this
wall fo the basch ks approvimately 3.5 melres.

In the Southwest comer of the car park thers is 2 lohg siipway leading
down ento the beach. To the west of this slipway, slong tha beach,
thens is another sea wall profaciing the residantial proparfiss heyond i
At the point where the wall joins the slipway thers are 2 number of
steps lesding from the = park to the beash. These run slongsids tha
seq wall.

in the summer montts the ares i obviously busy with visliors & the
heach. The top area of the slipway ks usad both 23 & padasirien accsss
%o the beach and as a parking area for vehides. Whilst the creation of
such an atcess o 'Rodk View' will have an impaect on these other ussrs
of the sfipway, | do nol belisve K would creste sy parfoular safely
probiems.

Again I the summer months, vehicles use the slipway for addifonsl
parking. Alcugh this should be Emited o one side of the slipway only
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Repor of

Foek YEw eomanpe g Gredn Isfind

23

10

211

212

213

— &t Iz pormal 10 see vebickes park on hoth sides, parliculary at the top
and.

The proposed entranceway io Rock View would be sited In Gz sea wall
betwasn the top of the slipwsy and the restaurant. The heicht of this
sea wall is in the mgion of 1.2 males and the iand behind B nuns from
fhe top of thet wall La. i 1.2 meies ahove the [evel of tha slipway. Tha
sl of the slipwary T this ares i some 2.6 metres shove the height of
the besach.

Once the wall Is breached o siie the endranceway the drive behing
would have en uphil gradient fo the level of the exdsiing land. Thus the
apparent breach in the sea wall would not afiow any ncreased ingress
of seawater duning hich Sdes. The water would be abie io un up e
driveway but due io is gradiend, oniy @ very short dislanca,

it is worthy of note fied, 18 metres wesi of the popasad snfrancoway,
thers is afready a bresch In the exdsfing sca wal o afiow socsss from
the besch fo seversl privais residertial properties. The heloht of this
gap In e wall s 0.88 mefres below that of the proposed entrancawsay.
| & uneware of any cxdsting flood defence Issuss with regerd o this
gap in e wall - i is hard to hnaging ihat the progossd entrance would
capss any aifher,

As previoushr sisbed, It the summer monis vehicles park on both
sides of the fab seclon of the shipway. This could have = major fackr
on safely as # could reskict access o the slipway for the eamergency
s=rvice vehicles | required.

The siting of ifis entrarcoway would lezsen et potanfiz! denger, as it
ie fosly that e mejority of divers woold not park across a privale
drivewnay — s Keeping ihat side of fhe slipwsy clear. indaed | know of
o instances where parked vehickes have chsiructad any of the other

P.16/2013
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Fepoen of SRS
Fock Yiew cotance 55 Dréen {3md

214

218

216

3t

drivewsys located around $he car paric | 21l 1o see how ihis drivewsy
skl b any different.

Wik regand to sZiely, E iz my visw thai the creafion of this exdra
drivewsy would copse no cdm denger to aither pedesmians or offwer
vahickes using the car park. K ceriainly would nod create any more sk
than any of the cther i antrances around the csr park — o of which
alsn ad direcy omts @e car park isef. The only vehicles using this
arsa are those proposing to use the slipway — and thus should be show

FrEing.

At the top of the slipway, adjscent o the e of the propossd entrance,
fhere are 2 numbar of steps enabling pedesirian accass io the beach. §
fail o gses how the entrencewsy would offer incressed danger to
anvone using those sieps efther. I fact & would probably be less
dangarous with the removal of e cars that are currently able {o park in
that area. It minimises the poiential for padestrians walkmg betwean
parked vahiclas.

mem@mmMmmemmb&&mai
very siow spasd — & would be impossible to de othensise. As a resdf |
am satisfisd that there 2 no Inoressed danges io pedestians wsing this
arsz of the car park.

Sumanary

1 am of the opinion thal no sxFa denger wold be caused (o any parson
using this car park due o the sfing of the proposed enfrenceway
Fock WView. :
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Rapoet o -

Hark View erzrence g Crasn Diam!

22  Any aguresnt pit orwerd suguesiing ot K owosd ceuse such 3
ganger MUST equally apply to the ofher driveways already present
Indesd py persanal ohservations of vehictdar movament within the ear
pasic show that vehicles ars difven past exdsfing entrances ai greaier
smsads than one would oxpest on 2 cobbled slipway.

23 | 2m not awars of any injury accidenis having cooirmed in this car park
&3 & result of the posittening of the antrances — and | ss= no eason {o
belave that any would resoft In the siting of this entranceway.

24 Dues o the k=ight of the sliway st this point In the ssa defencss hers
would aiso be no increased risk of sea water breaching the sea wall.
ndsed e exstng gap b e sea wall to fhe west of this site is 0.5
metres below this proposed enmanceway — far more Bkely fo zlow ses
wafer through exdsting soa defences.

12 [T REP
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Fepr of IR

Aok View emimmoe 4 Green ffesd

4.

Appendix 1

Oueslifeations and Persoresl Experianos,

4.

4.2

+3

a4

I & curenty employed a3 & Collision Invesfigatr within Aven and
Somerset Constabulasly. | have twenfy-one yesrs experience in desling
with and invsatigating teeffic relsied matfers,

In 1991 | stiended an inifiai cowss I Accident Investigafion and in
802 | passad & City and Gaflds of London Inslife Cerlificale in Rocd
Accider inveshigason for Pofice Offcers. | am, by guakficafion and
experience, & Ul member of the nstivke o Trafic Accident

InvesSgators.

! e qualfisd fo use the “Topeon 705 swveying squipsment snd
essocisimd LSS MoCarthy Tavler software for scenaipian reproduction.
i arp abso qualified D use "Reimo”, en object based digis! fermain
mapping program that provideg 30 views and sl fime animation.

i have aisv sitended counses specialising In the technigues of Roed
Safety Auditing, =5 well 23 Conferences desiing with all aspects of
Road Safely and Crash Investigation.

Az a resull of pravicus crash fwesfigsiions | have undertsien, mad
safety road issust, previously unidenthiad, have been highlighied =nd
jumctions have besn physically alered &n complance with my
recommendstions.
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