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Dear Member
HARBOUR COMMITTEE - MONDAY, 23 JULY 2012

The following items were circulated to Members, prior to the Committee.

Agenda No Item Page

6. Representations circulated at the meeting (Pages 1 - 3)

Yours sincerely

Kay Heywood
Clerk



Agenda Item 6

PROPOSAL FOR FAST FERRY IN TORBAY

| would like to go back to the beginning and the submission by Torbay Council for
funding from the Local Sustainable Transport Fund.

I refer to the section C4. Community Support. | am a member of the Torbay Local
Access Forum and there is an obligation to consult with us on any issues concerning
access, footpaths, bridle paths, public rights of way and open spaces. We were not
consulted AT ALL before this submission was made, not have we been consulted
now the funds have been made available. | am also a long-standing member of my
community partnership, and this has not come anywhere near us either. However |
find the most puzzling of all the fact that no consuitation was done with Seatorbay.
Do the council officers not know that this very important group exists?

| was shocked when | read this document to find that nowhere is there any mention
of the Marine Environment, when the majority of the funding granted is for sea-based
transport. Are the transport planners not aware of the high value of the marine
environment in Tor Bay, or have they very carefully avoided mentioning it? Either
way, this makes the bid document fundamentally flawed for the Fast Ferry section.

Then we get down to the reasons for having a Fast Ferry, crossing from Brixham to
Torquay — and the lack of data showing precisely which groups of people would be
using it, how they would get to and from the ferry at either end, and the length of
journey time including these vital links.

To suggest that residents in Brixham would use the ferry to get to Torbay Hospital is
naive in the extreme. Firstly let us consider staff — they work shifts, and looking at the
ferry times, they would be unable to get both to and from Brixham as there would be
either no connection early morning, or alternatively, late evening. Then we look at
visitors. The majority are pensioners, many of whom have mobility problems. To take
in total SIX separate public transport vehicles to visit a friend or relative would not be
acceptable to many, and then they would have to consider the cost. As far as
patients with appointments are concerned, they need to have the least connections
so that they can guarantee atriving on time. Using the fast ferry would not help at all.
Lastly, the statement is made that the journey through Paignton increases journey
times — the vast majority of trips to the hospital from Brixham go via the ring road,
avoiding the bottle necks in Paignton.

Next we take the new Work Hubs, to be based by the harbours in Brixham and
Torquay. These are a fantastic idea — but | would doubt if anyone will be using the
ferry to go to them. If you live in Torquay you are hardly likely to go to Brixham, and
vice versa, so rule out that source of passengers.

The ferry will not be used by those in who are suffering from deprivation — they will
be looking for the cheapest way of getting to work, if they have a job. There are very
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few jobs round the harbour areas, and those who obtain work inland will be looking
for land-based transport.

One of the big problems in Torbay is the number of cars transporting students to
school. Having the ferry will not help at all with this as none of the schools are near
the harbours, neither is South Devon College.

The statement that “journey distances will be reduced by up to 50%” is false — they
have not compared like with like, comparing harbour to harbour, not destination to
destination.

| would like to see the statistics on the trial in September 2008, a very short period
when Torbay still had many visitors who welcomed the chance to try out the ferry.
How many residents used it to get to and from work? How many people were given
free tickets? How many chose the ferry when the weather was wet and windy?
Where have they drawn the figures of 400,000 trips per annum from? How many of
these would otherwise use the current ferries?

Questions that need to be answered in public immediately are: Precisely where will
the new ferry pontoon be installed? Where are the proposed waiting facilities to be
sited and where are the planning applications for these? Where is the proposed
Torquay Town Centre bus interchange to be sited? | have been involved with the
Neighbourhood Plan consultation for Torquay from the outset, and we have had
absolutely no information on any of this.

t now come to what might seem on the surface to be a minor issue, but is actually
the most important. As you are all on the Harbours Committee | presume you are all
familiar with the council’s Marine Habitats policy, the Tor Bay Marine Biodiversity
Action Plan, and the very stringent protection that Tor Bay now has as a Special
Area of Conservation. Within this area there are very many protected species, and
more are being discovered all the time. A substantial number are so delicate that any
change in their environment would lead to their demise. Within this group are
included the seahorses and their environment around the Torquay harbour areas.
Seahorses have one of the highest levels of protection, and to damage them or their
environment is a crime under Environmental Law. As this is the case, and the
running of a fast ferry from Torquay would irrevocably damage this environment, |
urge you most strongly to put these plans on hold until you have seriously
researched the consequences of going ahead with this part of the sustainable
transport project.

Margaret Forbes-Hamilton
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23 July 2012
TORBAY THIRD HARBOUR AND FAST FERRY

Dear Sir/Madam,

I am writing to you to voice our oppositon to the so called sustainable fast ferry
service, proposed for Torbay and against the third Hatbour being located at 1'orquay.
[ formally request our objections are read out at the Harbour committee meeting on
the23rd of July at which I will be attending although I understand 1 am, not allowed to
speak.
The fast ferry service cannot been considered sustainable due to the catbon emissions,
the mnfrastructure (and carbon footprint) needed to transport people to use it and the
devastation that running a high speed ferry service in shallow water would bring due to
sediment disturbance. :
Not only would the service run at a lost due to its limited usage due to weather and lack
of people, it would also put existing ferry services out of work because it will be
subsidised by a large national organisation until the opposition is removed, once this
happens the prices are bound to go up.
We would also like to voice our opposition to the proposed third harbour being placed
at Totquay, although we 100% support its being built in Brixham.
As the councils own scoping documents says it has so many reasons why it should not
be built in Torquay and Brixham should be the favourable location.
¢ Torquay has a very limited road infrastructure so huge investment would be
needed to make an extension in Torquay be feasible.
¢ In the document it states that the people of Torbay will be in debt to the tune
of £1 million within a year, hardly feasible in these financial umes, how will this
be paid, through the rates I suppose!!
e The document clearly states the employment figures used are too high and the
financial benefits of the employment are too high, so these cannot be trusted.
® Brixham is the most favourable site because the northern arm will not go over
protected habitats and the arm will provide a wide variety of new habitats for
species.
¢ On the existing breakwater there is already a deep water birth that was used for
the oil tankers that would be very suitable for cruise shaps (if this is the real
reason for a 500 birth marinal!!
¢ The seahorses and the seagrass are protected under the Wildlife and
Countryside Act and cannot just be caught up and relocated as stated in the
document. Seagrass grows where it does for various reasons, such as seabed
topography, tidal flows and clarity of water. By trying to move them all of this
would have to be taken into account and it has never been done successfully
anywhere 1n the world.
This is just a short statement of objections and thete are so many reasons why the ferry
should not take place and why the harbour should be located at Brixham.
Should this go further then we will be listing all our full objections at every opportunity
and at any enquiry set up and so we request that the ferry is opposed and the harbour
development tales place in Brixham.

Neil Garrick-Maidment FBNA
Executive director

N Q & N
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