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Mr Andrew Richards
Conservation Officer

Kerrier District Council
TR14 8SX

Dear Mr Richards
Damage to Listed Site LBS 66094 — Port Navas Quay

I refer to my letter of 5 August to you regarding the degrading and illicit use of Port
Navas Quay. I refer also to my letter to your Chief Executive of 6 August on the
subject to which I have had no reply or acknowledgement even and attach a copy for
your information.

There are a number of points you make which cause me immense concern — both as
an environmentalist and Kerrier council taxpayer.

a. The Quay is being damaged by industrial use,. It is your ( including Mr
Manning’s) responsibility to protect a listed site from any further damage. You
seem to be saying “Let them go on damaging this Listed Grade II site until we
do something about it”. Protection should have started months ago when
Kerrier was first alerted to the problems and threats there. Please will you and
Mr Manning tell me whether you are going to allow damage to continue or
not ?

b. Given the alleged damage that has taken place in the Helford River to an SSSI
( according to Natural England) by the same people involved on the Quay , do
you and your Chief Executive not feel that Kerrier will Just be presented with
another fait accompli regardmg the Quay ?

¢. Your email seems to imply that any of this is just going to happen . That may
well be the intention of the Duchy but you are answerable to the general public
and not merely to a privileged institution !

d. Yow write in your email that any decision is taken on the basis ‘that it is still a

) working site’. Kerrier and Ms Stinson know that is NOT the case. In 1960 a
Mlmstenal Order banned industrial and commercial development on the Quay
. speoiﬁcally including car parking . Again the Duchy may wish you to believe
it is a working Quay and you/ Kerrier seem to have fallen for that. It is NOT a
Wprku;g Quay. It was briefly a working Quay in the 1950’s and that was
cancelled in 1960. The Quay had been abandoned for commercial use in about
1900.
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Kerrier ignores any argument as it chooses ( as it did in the 1950°s) It has also
chosen not to find the Ministerial Orders affecting the Quay. I attach two
newspaper cuttings from the period which describe both the facts and the
intentions of the then Minister. Other contemporary correspondence from the
Duchy of Cornwall contains their assurances that the Quay would be used
only for leisure/recreational purposes. Local taxpayers paid a high cost
financially for the conduct of Kerrier in the 1950’s.

My questions to you and your Chief Executive, Mr Manning, are:

a. Why are you allowing continuing damage to a listed Grade II site ?

b. Why are you accepting without apparent challenge the argument ( from
the Duchy ?) that it is a working Quay ?

c. Why do you talk in your email as if all items — like concrete etc are
virtually a fait accompli ? You seem to be doing as ordained by the
Duchy, Any planning requlrements seem to be a nodding formality .

d. On what legal basis do you think that yOu can permit/encourage the
restriction at any time and on any part of the Quay to those of us who
have enjoyed its use as of right 21 ha,vc used the Quay as of right for 60
years and my family for 35 years . Many others have used that Quay
as of right for similar or longer periods Of course, in allowing the Duchy
to make the Quay an unsafe personal env1ronment particularly for
children — Kerrier will allow de facto prevention of its use.

e. Why do you permit the Quay to be used for car parking when the Minister
clearly banned that ?

f.  Why has Kerrier failed to ﬁnd the Ministerial Orders referring to the
Quay.

g. Why are you allowing dangerous equipment to be used in a public area ?
Would you or your Chief Executive allow children to roam freely in such
an environment ?

h. Why are Kerrier proposing to allow development/ permitting damage in
an AONB ? A concrete surface for example is designed to allow the use
of heavy equipment — merely adding to the health and safety risks of
visitors and residents. It is inappropriate historically to use concrete on
this listed site.
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Yours sincerely, .





