Preliminary Report of the Executive Committee

To be submitted to the mecting of the General Committee called for Friday, May 1gth,
at 6 o'clock, at the Schools, Sandgate.

Lapizs aND GENTLEMEN,

The Exccutive Commiltee was appointed on March 17th, after the following resolution had
been passed :—

“That no person who owns any property in the damaged arca shall be eligible for the IExecu-
¢“tive Commitlee, nor shall any person who sclls or has sold his property be entitled to any aid
“from the Relicl I'und, nor shall any claim preferred by any member of the Committee for com-
* pensation from the funds be contertained.

At the same mecting the General Committee passed the following resolution :—

“That the Lxccutive Committee be requested to at once consider and relicve urgent cases of

distress, and that with a view to the [und being utilised for the purpose of relieving the town as a
“ whole, by a reinstatement of the wrecked houses. they should make an enquiry into every case of
(L (ldl}me_((: donce to buildings by the subsidence, ¢ ||1|)l<>\1n~ such professional or other assistance as

nmy be necessary Lo ene able them to re port te the Committee with the least possible delay, with
¢ estimates of the cost of reinstatement in cach case.”

Since the appodintment of the Iixecutive Committee, the [lonorary Sccretarics, appointed by
the Public Mceting when the General Committee was Irmnul having resigned, the LExecutive
Commitlee appointed Mr. A. G. Scllon as IHonorary Sceretary. 3

The Exccutive Committee relicved all urgent cases of distre ss, and bhave granted amounts 1in
aid of repairing or rebuilding certain of the wrecked houses.
‘ ‘Lhe following owners or occupiers within the affected area, all of whom suffered serious loss
by the landslip, have made no claim on the fund:—Miss Reilly, Lord Radnor, Mr. Wilfred
CrippsiicmN s Dubonlay: oo NS = EH I cenes \[1'4 Christic, Iev. L. Lloyd Coghlan, Mr.
Fred Ralph, Mrs. Crighton, Mr. A. I°. Clark, Mr. Campion, Miss Charlton, Mr Mark Judge,
Mr. J. Pearson, Mr. W. B. Horton, Licut.-Col. & J. Fynmore, Mr. J. J. Jones, Major Kelly,
Dr. Reynolds, Miss Robinson.

As thelosses sustained by the above cannot be correctly estimated, no claims having been sent
in, the Iixccutive have no reliable data upon which to basc accurate 11<vuu,s still there can be no

doubt that the loss is heavy not merely in actual reparable damage but “also in the injury than can
only be remedied by rebuilding.

Thig on

on of house Pproperty ap I’”‘ s more or less to the whole of the cilected arca, and
it scems (I('ﬂl.ll)h, to state that in ail cases in which relief has been offered to claimants this is a
factor which the Iixecutive and its advisers have been compelled to ignore

Alter a carclul examination of the dwe llings in the effected (IIHUI([ an estimate was made of
damage donc to the housces ; these estimales, lm\\g\u did not take into account any damage
which might have been done to drains, nor did the estimates have any pretence to cover that
depreciation which may be classed under the head of nee cssary ultimate depreciation of the fabric
after the most advantagcous expenditure has been spent on the repairs of the buildings.
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Valentine Villa 25 9, Wellington Terrace 40
Shorncliflc House ... 2 10, 4 60
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road to the ruins, any man on the station, from the
courteous Station-master, Mr. Caudell, to the boy who
collects tickets will direct you to “Keep to the left.” Presuming you
are here met by a Guide to whom the locality is known, he will
first—at short distance from the Station—point out to you a vacated
residence known as Littlebourne Lodge. In reality Littlebourne
Lodge has borne a great deal, and is considerably dislodged, the
walls and ceilings being badly cracked. Turning up an opening on
the left you are shown Cheriton Cliff Villa. The doors of this
domicile are owing to the Landslip rendered unfit for opening and
shutting, and furniture and goods were at considerable risk lowered
to the ground from the windows. On the sea front opposite you'll
notice a badly damaged groyne. Re-crossing the road and still
keeping to the left you reach a terrace of seven houses, known as
Sunnyside. The tenants here mainly depended on summer
boarders for maintenance and support, but owing to severe damage
to the houses—both inside and out—it is scarcely likely, unless
repairs are rapidly proceeded with, that the usually comfortable and
charming apartments therein will this year be occupied by visitors.

@PON your arrival at Sandgate Station, and enquiring the

At the back of Sunnyside Terrace you may be shown one of the
gardens belonging to Tavenor Bros., fruiterers and florists, of
Sandgate. This garden is in a generally upheaved condition.
Adjacent stands Wellington Place, situated on an elevation at the
rear of Wellington Terrace. The houses on the Terrace and in
Wellington Place are also deserted by the tenants. The apartments
in Wellington and Gloucester Terraces have for years been among
those most sought after by visitors, and the calamity means a terrible
loss to their late tenants. Keeping to the left of Wellington Place you



reach the Clarendon Inn, which, notwithstanding the dilapidated
condition of the houses on either side, stands tolerably firm in
comparison. Business, up to the time of writing, is still carried on,
though very great inconvenience has been caused to the landlord
and his wife not having been able to procure proper food, in
consequence of the damage done to the stoves. Neighbourly
assistance has, however, been forthcoming.

Adjoining the Clarendon stands (so far) three cottages, the
lower two being completely parted. The gardens in this
neighbourhood are also in a terrible condition. While inspecting
the Clarendon Inn and adjacent cottages you stand on Brewer’s Hill,
a much frequented road leading to Shorncliffe Camp. Almost
exactly half-way up this Hill a spacious gap in the path occurred, and
for some time the water from a broken drainpipe rushed with great
violence towards the sea. Men have been at work here since
Sunday, and the roadway is now partially restored.

Descending Brewer’s Hill and turning again to the left Castle
House is brought to view. This house was occupied by Mr. Mark
Judge, a gentleman of influence, who since the catastrophe has
come prominently and worthily forward in the interests of the
sufferers. The east wall of this residence is parted in the centre, and
the ceilings and floors are in a state bordering on collapse. On the
left of Castle House stands Prospect Place, consisting of five houses,
each being more or less damaged, and, like the others, deserted.
Three other smaller houses at the rear of Prospect Place are in a
similar condition. In a garden immediately at the rear of the houses
referred to above the visitor will be surprised at the sight of
greenhouses and vineries fallen and falling, flower beds upheaved,
and stone steps and palings lying in startling confusion. This garden
is also the property of Tavenor Bros.

Retracing your steps and bearing to the left you reach Farleigh
House, which, though considerably damaged inside and out, has
been purchased since the disaster by Mr. J. J. Jones, of Beach
Rocks. On the left of Farleigh House you enter the gates of
Encombe, the property of Miss Reilly, by whose kindness visitors
have been enabled—by paying sixpence at the gates—to witness
some of the most strange and serious results of the Landslip. The
money paid for admission is added to the Relief Fund, and it may
with satisfaction be chronicled that during the first four days the
grounds were thus opened to the public nearly one hundred
pounds were in this way collected.




On leaving the grounds of “Enchanting Encombe” and again
turning to the left, you will not fail to observe that more than
ordinary attention is directed towards Spring House and the
cottages on either side. Spring House is THE sensation of the
subsidence, and by the time this pamphlet is in the printer’s hands
it may have collapsed altogether.

With but a shed intervening stands the house and bakery, built
by the late occupier, Mr. Ludlow, for whom much sympathy is felt,
the house and bakery having been but recently completed. Barton
House and the Rose Inn are but slightly affected, and are still
occupied. On the opposite side of-the street you will notice the
Station till lately occupied by the Sandgate Coastguards, who are
now in safer—though less official—quarters. The flagstones in front
of the outer wall were thrown completely out of place, and the
appearance of the wall itself is at present decidedly zig-zag.

By observing the wall facing the sea and the condition of the
row of houses, it is made evident that the authorities were wise in
directing the men to remove their families and goods into other
quarters. Adjacent stands M. Offredi’s café, which is considerably
damaged, as is also the sea wall and surface of the Esplanade round
about.

Recrossing the road, the much-talked of ruins in Chapel Street,
will be witnessed. It is difficult and unnecessary to describe the
pranks played by Nature in this locality. Considerable attention has
been given it, by the illustrated press, by reporters, and
photographers.

Retracing your steps into the High Street, you will pass an
imposing building known as Beach Rocks Convalescent Home,
which is in a perfectly safe and sound condition.

A little further on; you'll stop and refresh at The Alexandra
Hotel, which adjoins that favourite public resort well known as
Maltby's Mansion of Mirth, the New Alhambra Theatre of Varieties,
where every evening, throughout the year, may be witnessed a first-
class entertainment of refined variety.

Having reached this Haven of rest, you reward your guide, who
leaves you to Wander at Will.
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TERRIBLE LANDSLIP AT SANDGATE
GREAT DESTRUCTION OF PROPERTY
SEVENTY HOUSES DAMAGED

Between seven and eight o'clock on Saturday evening, a female rushed
out of Coastguard Cottages, Sandgate, exclaiming "Thewe's an earthe
quakey; the house and ground are all of a tremble.,"

Simultaneously some hundreds in other houses were terror stricken
with similar experience of what turned out to be a serious landslip
which has worked havoc amongst the homes, roadway and property in
all directions in this charming watering place.

That there were indications of what was likely to happen is only now
too palpable.

Witness the evidence of Mr. Turner, a lodging house keeper of
Wellington Terrace. He says that on the previous night,; he heard
a rumbling sound, and remarked to his wife about the peculiarity,
and the next day there was an ominous crack in the wall of a back
room. On SBaturday evening there was the same rumbling sound; a
sense of rocking, a crash at the backy; and a rush out of the house
terror stricken, only to find neighbours in the roadway suffering
from the same awful experiences Then the news flew far and wide
that Sandgate was falling, an earthquake or some other terrible
calamity had happened to the place.

They ceme rushing down from the hillsides, pecple dazed with fright
got out of their residences in Chapel Street and in several houses
at the back of Sandgate, mothers held e¢linging children in their
nightshirts, men terrified about their household treasures and theme
gelves,” From fire, possessions can be saved, but who cares about
clearing out houses with large cracks in them? Small housesm too,
which Tdr a sudden scemed %o sink into the ground and to lean over.

The pavements in the streets were jerked up, falling tiles rattled
upon the ground, and every now and then there was a sound like the
tearing of calico, which meant a orack in the wall or a breach in

a building or a gap in some structure.

Reverting to Mr, Turner's house; as an instance of the force of the
movement, the outhouses at the back were displaced. The washehouse
the coal house and cutbuildings seemed suddenly squeezed together,
and the door of the coal cellar cammow now be forced to remove a
full stock of coal for fear of the whole of the building collapsing.
This is but a sample of the injury done to the whole of this
terraces HNo overdrawn picture can be made of the people, who, from
the hour of the wreckage, right through that fearful night, were to
be met with flying from Sandgate to Hythe, or to Folkestone for
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shelter. No one can have any idea of the mischief unless they know
Sandgates Most people look upon the town as one street. But on

the hillsides, in sheltered nooks, are cottages, villas and artisan's
dwellings with gardens attached, and here this awful visitation
becomes more apparent.

The cause perhaps is not far to seek. The heavy rains acting upon
a treacherous subsoil, had loosened the earth, which must have
swept down like a torrent of moving matter, and sent upheavals

in 811 directions.

Let us teke the beach for instance. The sea wall has given away
from time to timey no doubt through the want of protecting groynes.

¢roynes have been put up by the Sandgate Local Board, with the result
that the beach has lately largely accumulated. But this mighty

force has actually made splite in the Parade, it has come with

such an impetus that one groyne is split in twain, and another

turned into a zig zag, splintering the wood, which makes this

strange curve.

There opposite one sees paving stones upheaved, cracks in walls,
geams ini the fronts of houses « everywhere the effects of this
remarkable subsidence,

The Coastguard Station seems, however, to have felt the severe brunt
of the shock. Not only has the boundary wgll been split, and the cotte

ages mutilated in every possible way, plaster falling, fissures in
the walls, and staircases doubled up, but the land has moved and
the roadway in front of the houses has been jagged and ruffled and
gtrained out of shape.

In this general detail, for other particulars of this event are
elsevhere givey we must draw special attention to Encombes Probe
ably most of our readers will remember this lovely place; for in

the summer the owner Miss Reilly, opened it to the public for the
benefit of charities., The land rose in lovely green woods, with
dales and dells and in uneven patches, prolific in emerald verdure,
but probably only too suggestive of the treacherous g0il beneath.

It was a land bursting with springs. Here, years ago r. Morris had
a house which was injured by gredual land subsidences, and was
eventually pulled down., The effects of the landscape can be seen
here with plain suggestiveness. Picquets were told off of military
and police to prevent people going there, for greenhouses in heaps of
ruins, falling masses of earth, gaps in the pathway, fissures in all
directionsy fallen trees the roots almost wrenched out of the scil,
told only too plainly that the mischief, to & great extent, arose in
this direction,




The most remerkable circumstances in connection with the
event is the variety of damage done, and the limited

area over which it spread. BHxperts must decide the cause,
but a cursory inspection almost confirme the opinion that
the slip 1s purely local and confined %o one part, that
is wherever the shock touched, which does not appear to
ave affected the east side of the town,; certainly not

near the railway station and probably this confinement of
the evil may hold out the hope of tracing its source

and somewhat mitigating feers of future calamity. The

houses facing the sea within the area of miachief,
Gloucester Terrace, Castle House, Lymington House and

Mre. Birch's residence, below the Clarendon Inn on
Brewer'l Hill, have severely suffered but in contrae
distinction to this and shewing the ecceniric course

of the landslip, it may be instanced that Beach Rocks
Convalescent Homes escaped injurys.

Spring House seems to be the most notable instance of
damage done. The house is half capsiged and the pare
ticular form of injury is evidenced in several houses
on the hillside, particulsrly near Brewer's Hill.

Here there has been a subsidence in the hill just above
the Clarendon Inn, and men were busy on Monday digging
up the soil, endeavouring to reach the drain pipes
beneaths

0f course such a subaidence has seriously injured the
drains, the water pipes, and the gas pipes, and so
the difficulties affecting these has greatly added

to the misery of the situation.

Sunnysidey Prospect House, Portland Villa, Littlebowme
Lodge, the Homestead, Stanhope Villas, Glenart House,

and Devonshire Terrace,; all these houses are more or less
rendered uninhabitable.

The f¥acant houses at Seabrook and Hythe have been taken
by families, and all Sunday and Mondsy was ocoupied in

the removal of goods, whilst thousands came to inspect the
asgene of havoe

In Chapel Street, where the damage has been most severe,
the artisans and the labouring classes are the sufferers,
alse that class has occupied many humble dwellings with
which the back of Sandgate aboundsy; and it was pitiable
to see them removing in the panic thelr goods on Saturday
nighte

Through the kindness of the Rev. Russell Wakefield, the
National Schools were utilized for sleeping purposes. The
rev. gentleman has been most energetic in this grave crisis,
and hig kindness, forethought and promptitude in sction
have been of great service.

The half past nine o'¢lock bus was beselged by a number
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of married women who had taken just enough clothes for
the night's use and were going to Hythe in search of
lodgings, The White Hart, the Swan, and the Seabrook
Hotels being speedily filled by the refugees.

It was not until about nine o'clock that the news became
generally known, and as it was a lovely moonlight night,
erowds soon assembled and discussed the situation. It
must be spoken to the eredit of HSandgate people that
those whose property was safe, speedily extended hoss
pitality to their distressed neighbours. ¥When the

first shock was over, men and women settled themselves
down to the inevitable consideration of what was to be
done for the night, It is in such cases that we realize
the truth of the saying "one touch of nature makes all
the world akin", for frightened children were caressed
and weeping women comforted. Unlike a fire, there was
no need to remove the furniture, there was time the nex
day to survey ruined homes, and to remove the household
goods long into the night the stragglers were seen with
bundles seeking a resting place,

All the occupants of the Coastguards cottages were
cleared out, and perhaps sympathy was not needed in
their cese 80 much as with others, as the Government
will see these out of the difficulty.

Early next morning people were astir., Police and
military provosts had guarded the town during the

night and with early morning, came streams of people,
thousands, who inspected the ruinous scene. Now men
and women wearing troubled looks and children whose
laughter was hushed, were seen overhauling the furne
iture, some removing it into the road or the gardens
attached. Then the suffering such a calemity entails
beceme apparent. People went in search of cottage
property in Seabrook and Hythe. There is very little

in either to let, and that available was eagerly snatched
up. In Folkestone they probably fared a little better.
But if the artizans and labouring classes suffered,

the lodging house keepers perhaps in comparison suffered
more. Several of them have invested the whole of their
capital in furniture, spring cleaning has been going on
and they were preparing for the season. The injury that
furniture has received, the difficulty of getting other
houses, the loss of all hope of a return this season,
means absolute ruin. It would be unfair, if we did not
put the deplorable plight of these people in the most
foroible light. Sandgate is ruined for this season.
with the loss of lodging houses, will be the decline of
trade, lack of work for the labouring class, and if

ever public sympathy should flow in a genuine channel

of relief, thls is one.
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lappily, the Local Board were alive to their responsibilities. A meeting
was held on Sunday, report of which appears in another part of the paper.
Unfortunately for Sandgate, a most ill-judged report was sent to the
Sunday papers. In all conscience the affair is bad enough without piling
a report likely to do further damage to the town, There is
%,tweeﬂ a landslip and an earthquake which perhaps the secribe
mderstand.

It must not be taken that all the houses affected will be rendered
uninhabitable this year. BSome probably will be repaired but confidence
will have to be restoreds

On Mondey morning and throughout the day crowds visited Sandgate, b“mlng
from all parts of the ighkourhood, indeed greater numbers

the Bienvenue wreck on November 1llth, 1691. Mre and Mrs, Ker
in the morning, distributed tea, coffee and bread and butter
occupants of the National Sehool rooms, the Congregationa
those who had taken refuge in other welcome retreats.

tne Convalescent Home, was also most indefatigable in h

ive assistance and relief,

of the catastrophe cannot be estimated by the appearance of
outsides of the buildings, except in the case of Spring House and
Birch's stables. But through the kindness of the Rev, Russell Wakefield,
generously spared the time to conduct one of our representatives through
the ruins and obtained permission for him to inspect the houses which had
suffered most severely, we are able to give our readers a fairly well detailed
acoount of the mischief wrought.

Somerville House, the residence of MNrs.
lies up on the bank, here is a large opening in the s«
boundary wall and = uube Cy"ck in the garden. The culli
2 rere built at the back of the main building
is house was occup;ed by an elderly lady
William Pledgey; who, it may be remarked is one of %ue 1&rge@t
this calamity.

Hallett was first alarmed at seven o'clock on Saturday evening by
gounds. On Monday morning she was leaving, o%v ously '1ty reluctance,
in which she 1 lived and begged of those around to her
ghe mﬁuht remain with safety.

1uxccrnT on Hill Side, are fnbrook Villas which are very much shaken and
es occupied by Mr. Hogbence Vir. Lee, of which o y is
s are considerably damagec Mr, Hogben was sorely troubled all Saturd
and did not go to bed until four o'elock on Sunday ingse
At three o'clock she t out into the front garden with a light and saw
the figsures in the ground, At nine o'clock at night : '*l had sub-
sided four inches, She was awakened by her son soon after six who called
out to all the inmates to get out as the house was i
hairs and went and sat under some trees on the hil
e o
v )

anticipation the destruction of the housey but it di

jea 1QUEE 5, OPT" : ceupied, as a lod
4rid B M T GhEns a8 *afCabEo1Ute wretRe o Dfr i
it as it was on Sunda wred up by the wooden house, ‘H,”iﬂ-\uotuage”
adjoining,
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It's condition was so perilous that people feared to enter and it was not
until the evening that Mre W.B. Kennett, captain of the Fire Brigade entered
and brought eut a quantity of wvalubhble articles belonging to an officer

and his wifes

Then we orossed to Coastguard Cottages, of which there are 16, The pave-
ment on the north side of the high wall was uplifted and the slabs, as
they descended, overlapped one another.

The first of these 16 cottages to feel the motion were the middle ones, but
the one which is most damaged is that at the western end which is wrecked.
Noss 15,14,13 and 12 are not much injured, but nos. 11 and 10 are very
greatly damaged. The row originally stood in a perfectly straight line,
now they are twisted and bowed and it is difficult to say whether the centre
ones have gone backwards or the end ones forward, In the majority of cases
it may be said the houses have gone several inches seaward but there is no
doubt that there was a rush of sand forming a substratum of the soil to
seaward, and this would cause the houses in settling to take a backward
movements,

At low water there is s distinct rise visible on the rocks showing that

there has been an upheval of earth at that point. Standing at the back

door of the Centre Coastgusrd Cottagess the spectator can see a perfect

line through the wide rift in the north wall direct across to the falling
house, Spring House, and to see the direction which the slip took from

north west to south east. The rocket apparatus honse and the house occupied
by the Chief Officeér, Mr, Onslow which are at the eastern end of the cottages
are apparently but little affectd.

The old Bathing Hstablishment is affected but not very seriously, as far
as can be seen, All the Coastguardsmen are clearly out and are located
at the eastern end of the town, at Castle Green.

Farleigh House, the residence of Mr« WeJe« Cripps has suffered severesly but
it is in the garden and premises to the rear where greater damage is done,
It has we are been informed, been built eighty years, and was specially
constructed and tied with strong iron braces, which account for it having
withstood the shock so well, Mr, Whiting, however, said there had been
signs of subsidence there for the last 30 years. The front door could not
be opened.

In the garden of Mr. Tavenor there is a scene of terrible destrution, the
large green houses are absolutely wrecked as our illustration shows. MNr.
Tavenor's garden lies close up to the base of the cliff and the greenhouses
lay right on the line of the crevasse, hence hteir complete destruction.
Mr. Tavenor says there was no shock, it was a gradual subsidence, the
greatest amount of damage occuring at half past eight. Just before that
time the long greenhouse was leaning to thé norxrth as much as 3ft, and it
gradually iaid down so gently that scarcély any of the glass was broken
and the contents of the house were comparatively little hurt.

The fissure extends behind Mr, Du Boulay's far awsy in & north westerly
direction,

A little cottage, called Castle House Cottage, occupied by Mrs. Goodburn
is greatly shaken and forsaken by it's inmates.




West Lawn the residence of lr. J.H. Du Boulay.is injured but not so severely
ag many others. Lymington House has sustained much damage to it's walls

Castle House occupied by Mr. Judge and belonging to Mrs. Tysen
gT\’tiy damag ed. e lower portion of the front wall has gone

a foot ard has left the side wall, there being a great gaping Spm
The garden wall on the east side in the front of the house ha
eracke in it and the pavement in front is all forced up.

The houses in Wellington Terrace have all suffered more or less seve

nspected Nos. 10 and 8 as samples of the others. The basement floors i

11 upheaved and the premises at the back are 21l in ruins, ”“Q. at No.
s lived in it for 5 yeurs ever since the house was built. Like meny othe

8 in sad trouble as tha déstruction of her house means the loss of her
hood s

88
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The difficulty will be,to find houses for those who are thus summsrily ejected,
as it 48 not expected capitalists will invest their money in building at the
spot at any rate for some years. Four houses in this terrace are owned by
ire William Pledge.

Mr, Wood, a son of the tenant of Nos 8 gives it as his opinion that the blowing
up of the Calypso and the Bienvenue has caused vibrations which have led to
the stopping up of various channels by which the water from the springs behind
found its way into the sea. These channels being stopped, it has caused the
water to accumulate behind and brought about this calamity.

Nos 5y Wellington Terrace, occupied by Major Wichola
sures in the basement floor, and the place altogethe:

dition. A young lady stated that she felt the motion

but forcibly, and she was practically thrown from one end

to the other, Behind this is the steble of Mrs Birch, the southern (
which is in ruines; the stable yard has sunk about a foot and the paving
are all displaced. WNext to Spring House and Mr. Tavenor's greenhouse these
are the most acticezble outward and visible signs of the devastation.

Ingtructor, great havoc has been worked in the offices at the back., Miss
Court gives a very coherent version in a few words of what happened "We heard",
she said, pointing to a corner "a sound like the rushing of sand there. I
and listened and saw the wall move as though the eliffs behind were going
1y 1

aile

At West Grove House, the residence of Mr, Court, the well known Gymnastie

1 a

ester Villa, occupied by Mr. Hooker, a double fronted house with large
windows, has several gaping nru<?ﬂ in 1%: the roesdwey is full of crevices

3

the garden wall on the opposite side is divided in many placess

the sea front, is built of wood and is not much injured, if
seems to suggest txﬁb any houses erected here in the future should
genuine bungalow type.

six houses comprising Sunnyside are severely damaged At Noe 1
o o

an old 1 Mrs. Williams, who had been bedridd year d to be hastily
removed on Saturday Hl“ht, as it was almost certain the house would fall,

/eonte




cheriton Cliff G ens, the ones ocecupied by i e Charlton and the other
’ 3 } : le houses have been 80
: 9 at a short distance off appear
’niO“nmll hey are w: ed western wall of No.
o9ys The houses are practi ally spii in twoe Of these
unfortunate owne
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ground behind thefu are some remarkable crevices showing th" courge of
of the Misses Charlton's there is a broad flight of steps
Camp and tthe have been displaced considerably. anind the
are some shor ights with iron railings which have UC“n
to the ba v fiss Charlton had an exc
u¢lb out on Saturdsy and
c;‘z‘ 01\.11 g ,;;10 thought
i tu the room
the doors. he called
nswer and ﬁ~: picions tha "amething
'to thm next do .Jd an UJ caer who

er

ten. The

Charlt u.)u goure

have gone dise

over rfﬂ't wase L.cicl&"

have
> k;pu;aw\t. On the authe-
at LA& gentlemen were more alarmed
valour under the mest

se Christie, the
rooms are camaged. The large
:v‘r, 1nd1\5tg‘ most plainly the extant of the shifting,
evigent v ; in this case 3 3 decided forwa:
At Marine Villa there

; damage. In front
the damaged groyne. There is ¢ ider:

able bellying out of the
in a line with it is the z-shaped fracture or bucking in the
‘ sarth went right out to sea.
at which Mr. J.J., Jones re@ided,
wisely migrated. In ° nent
the slip, solid concrete walls

at the back, but that are also
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about to part companye.
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Immediately in front of the Homestead aye itwo very nioce housesy; one ocoupied
by Mrs. Foster and the other (‘hormoliffe House) by Nr, Hammond, The
oscuplers are also the owners, and it is satisfactory to sSate the houses
have only received a minipum of dawmage and the ocoupsnte have decided to

remain in them, they baving besen sssured by Mre. Jedes Jeal that they are pere
feotly safes

In Gloncesier Terrsece all the hiuses aprear to have beon out Quﬁvleh TJ
through in the centre, the back reoms being divided

the fronte. e inspectnd the house occupled by Mr ¢

who like.his neighbours hes visely decided to ﬂlaar outs In »ha next house
the tvnnﬂt, Hrae Jefferys, iz in some trouble, The house belongs to ir. Ames
of Hythe, who, she says has been most considerate, but her home is broken up,
and eh& hlﬁ nowhers %o go. This iz the trocuble of many of the tenants,

There are meny other places morve or less injuved, but the foregoing
fuirly states the general condition of the district affected by the

&t a meoting of the Folkestone Corporvation on Monday moyning, the following
,ﬁlutzqn whS D ! "“hat this Parperntion takes the ¢ ?J‘&%‘ opportunity

of expreasing 5 mpathy with the iphabitants of lgate in the terrible
eata: tra : ich gaﬂ@@ to them by the great landslip 1Er'm on Saturdey

evening los nd that with & view to practical helyp ?01 &, the Mayor
be asked to write to the Loxd Mayor of London, the lord pi@utenant of the
Couniyys . the Archbishop of Canterbury, lord Bafnor, end iir idward Yatken %o
raise funds for the benefit of the unfortunsie sufferc by the lendelip“.

(n Vondey afternoon o crowded meoting was held at the Cough Toldiers lome.
%

¥r. Mark, Judge in the Chaires He stated that the meeting beon ealled o
gongider the acturl position the towy had bBeen placed in ﬂith regard to the
Trinity Board in blowing up the Bienvenue, The Board hed been ecauti

whrough a public maetiqghald in Sendgate of the lxkpiv rosultas, He felt thal
the Sandpate looal Bosrd ought in the first place have taken asction in this
matter, and bave convened a public meeting. The Gﬁﬂir wresd the letter which
the Trinity Board had sent in reply to the resolution passed at a public meate
in{ in which 1% was stoted thet needless alaym hed beon exited. This serdious

lip hed praetieally destroyed 200 houses, If the destructi
waYy t” weeable to i pxploaives, he thought the Governnent

with the respons iuili*y.

Hre Jeds Jonos poved that this public meeting of the i ante of Candgate,
:clr“ sbone and Reabyrook, whilet lamenting the u1d band which had
i the town in consequences of the blowing up of rhg valVTQO end the
¢ connoet but call the attention of the Covermment, the Board of Trade,
i foard to the fset thﬁt wo&@ puch celamity was forscen if the
of the Sienvonue was 1 in and thaet the inhsbitants protested
sgeingt it in public meeting on O pﬁ@mh@r 10th and that thie meeting is of
spinion that it is the duty of the Government to see that the loss is smade
good, either by the Trinity Boards or the Losal Government Board. Mre Jones
said that in moving the resclutiony he wee doing what was right and what would
compend 1tself to the nation at large. He held that they had told the coumtry
through the press what would happen and their prophecy was fulfilled., The
Trinity Board was responsibles They axplod@d large charges, houses were
shook, and land quivered and crasked, He instenced a orack in the lend which
ocourad at the back of Fomestead after an explosi




& 10 a

He gave examples of the very terrible effects of that landslip, and if they
could not get justice from the Govermment they should appeal to Courts of Law,

Mr. Salmon seconded the motion.

Mr, Maltby suggested that bhey should add to the resolution that the explosion
of the Calypso as well as the Bienvenue had contributed to the result, which
was agreed to. In answer to a gquestion the Chairman said he understood that
through Folkestone the Lord Mayor had approached to open a national subscription
for the relief of the sufferers.

On the motion of the Rev. De Gliddon it was agreed that a copy of the resolution
should be sent to the Borough Member and to the County Member asking them for
their support. It was stated during the meeting that Sir Edward Watkin had

gent a subscription of £100.




Ministry of Housing and Local Government
Whitehall London SW1

Telephone 01-930 4300 ext. J9 ©or 27

The Town Clerk Your reference  TC/C/219/1/B

Folkestone Borough Council
Civic Centre Our reference  1G1/Q/153

Folkestone
Kent ‘ Date &3 April 1970

Dear Sir

COAST PROTECTION ACT 1949
ENCOMBE ESTATE, SANDGATE

I refer to previous correspondence and to the informal visit on 14 January 1970
by one of the Department’s Engineering Inspectors to investigate land movements in
the Encombe area of Sandgate.

In the light of the information obtained by the Inspector we consider that the
provision of an interceptor drain and associated works as suggested by

Sir William Halcrow & Partners to improve the stability of the ground in the area
of the 1393 land slip near the Encombe Estate, in order to reduce +he 1it1

of Jemage to the sea wall, is work of a type which, in principsals could be ¢

out under the Coast Protection Act 1949, Without prejudice to the lMinister®
consideration of any detailed scheme that may be submitted, it is our view tha

is open to the Council with the agreement of the land owners to put forward a
submission of the drainage works to be carried out in the vicinity of Encombe
Minister's approval under Section 5 of the Coast Protection Act.

If the Council decide to proceed in this way they may at the same time wish to includcjils
in their proposals works to improve the stability of the area adjacent to the garages [
and filled ground to the North West, Additionally they may also wish to comsider
methods such as beach feeding to maintain the foreshore in the vicinity of the Zncombel
Estate 4-5ft. above the tops of the piles in order to increase the factor of safety

against a slip.

The Council are invited to say whether they see any possibility of fheir assuning
responsibility for the 1893 "Latham drain" where no ownership is claimed and maintain-
ing it as a surface water sewer or part of the coast defences.

The Council will Ao doubt be aware of their powers under the Coast Protection Act to
obtain by agreement contributions towards expenditure in certain circumstances and if 3
they decide to carry out the works described above they may wish to consider waether

such sonvributions should be sought from the owmers of those properties which would

enjoy substantial protection in the event of stabilisation works being carried out
- Y <

Yours faithfully

M

217 ol
f;irﬁxﬂwt0n'Vx

D W HAYWARD







Circular No. 41/62

VERNMENT

FAY Y
B ELKEA R,

20th August, 1962

CTION ACT, 1949

1 by the Minister of Housing and Local Government to say that he has
g the works scheme procedure provided for by the above Act and has
uthority associations.

2. All the associations have indicated that they are in favour of abandoning works
schemes and the Minister has therefore decided that in future all coast protection works
should be carried out under the powers conferred by sections 4 and 5 of the Act. Coast
protection authorities are therefore advised that from now on no more works schemes should
be made for the purpose of recovering compulsory contributions from private interests,
and that the works scheme procedure should be allowed to fall into abeyance except
where it is necessary to obtain compulsory powers to carry out operations on land not in
the council’s ownership. In such cases the Minister considers that no charges should be
levied.

3. The increased expenditure falling on the local rates as a resuit of the disconiinuance of
works schemes will be taken into account for the purposes of grant and loan sanction, but
it will be necessary to make a small adjustment in the method of assessing grant payable.

4. So far as works schemes which have been approved but not completed are concerned,
and in cases where no contributions have yet been collected, the Minister considers that ali
charges should now be waived and those affected informed accordingly. In the case of com-
pleted works schemes where some charges have already been paid, the Minister considers
that there is no satisfactory alternative to continuing with the recovery of the outstanding
charges, many of which may be subject to appeal to him or to the Lands Tribunal.

5. Although he has decided that there should be no more works schemes for the purpose
of recovering compulsory contributions the Minister reminds coast protection authorities of
the powers in the Act to obtain contributions by agreement. He considers that such contri-
butions should be sought where appropriate, e.g. when works will protect substantial pro-
perties such as hotels, holiday camps, etc.

6. Indeed it may be that in some cases a privatc and commercial undertaking is the
sole interest involved and in such cases local authorities will no doubt consider whether it
would be more appropriate for them to proceed under section 20{(6) of the Act which

to make a contribution towards the cost of coast protection work carried out

I am, Sir,
Your obedient Servant,
J. CATLOW,
Assistant Secretary.

» Anthoritv
AULNOLILY.
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Please reply $0:
77 Hillfield Court
Belsize Avenue, London N.W.3

¥From Coast Cottace
B.denner Esq., L4C Sendgate High Street

The Civic Centre Box D.R. 36 sndgate, Kent
Folkestone CT 2@ 2G¥

Subject: Harth Movement 2t Sandeoate ¢ Co2st Pro ection Act 1949
Date of your Communication: lst July 1975

We thank you for the above com unication and would like to draw your
attention to some vital matters of fact, before giving our reply.

1. Coast Protection Act 1949 was of course superceded by a Circular to
Local Authowiites 41/62 , 20 Angust 1962, and should have been quoted.
2. Paragragh 2 of your letter contains an irresponsible statement and is
2 complete misrepresentation of the Ministry's views, and should be
corrected immediately. At no time did the Ministry (now DOR) say it
was reasonsble for property owmers to contribute, if the Council undertales
the works. See 2nd paragrach of Min LG to Town Clerk Folke:tone (161/Q3/1%)
23 September 1970 =- "On the basis of the information given by the Council
it would seem reaspnsble that property owners should be asked to contiibrute
towards the costs of the works if the Council undertake them'"

I submit thaé the informstion given by the Co neil (i.e the former Tnwn
Clerk) was to my knowledge innacurate, restricted and conveyed a false
impression of the situation., This should be amended forthwith, after
joint consultation with Ssndgate residents.

WITHOUT PREJUDICE

}.Notwithstanding the above remarks, we would still be prespred to share im
2 purely voluntary joint contribution of 10/ of the teotsl cost, not
as & matber of 'reasonableness! but of expediency --- this contribution
to be made payable imtersst free, over a minimum ten-yesr period towards
the cost incurred on land drainage and stabilis-tion works on the landwad
side only. I made this suzrestion in 1976 but it was ignored. Mr.Costaimn
M.P. however, wrote to me saying he could see no reason why this method of
payment should not be possible to arrenge.

A. Ve -ould also re uire an assurance that additional works such as beach
feeding to maintain the foresiore in the landslip vicinty would be
satisfactorily carried out, and would npt be included in the total char
to be shared among residents and landowners.

5. Our contribution would in no way sbsolve the Shepway Council from past
neglect , nor from future maintenance of the 1893 Land Drain im its
entirety, together with any new works.

6. Ve would also point out that we, on the Coastgusrd, have now been g=lled
uponr three times since the
be, take:

ar, for Coast Protection charges, and th's
. Laxen ing 2COONN A ;
Signed Mre LEKEE R M enetartin Sigred lrs.David C.Ritson




HALCROW e ooas, ik S

London W6 7BY, England

Consuling Engineers Tatephona 01-802 7282
Intamational Telaphona +441 602 7282
Telax 916148 Halero G
Fax 01-603 0095
Intamational Fux +441 603 0095

The Controller of Technical e

and pPlanning Services Burdarop Park, Swindon,

ghepway District Council Wiltshire SN4 0QD, England
Ro88 House Telephons (0793) 812479

Roass Way
Polkestone
Kent CT20 3UP

For the attention of Mr B Rochaster

2 Dacember 1987 TG/ELR/2

Dear Sirs
ENCOMBE LANDSLIP: EBEFFECT8 OF PROPOSED HYTHE HARINA

We refer to your guery concerning the proposal to bulld a Marina at
Hythe and 1ite effect on our proposals to stabllise the Encombe
Landslip which are described in our preliminary design study report
of January 1986.

Our studies indicated that the prasent movaments of tha Encombe
landslip were associated with loss of baach, recorded by changea {in
the low and.high water marks on the successive Ordnance Burvay
Mape.* One possible scheme described {n our report comprised the
replacement of the beach to the levels which existed prior to the
ongset of the recent movements Qf the landslip and prlor to the
muvement in 1693. Gul [Leéemwmed «al %.hQWTE cenpprised aneher*n% Elka
landslip mass to the underlying undiasturbed ground to increase the
Factor of Safety of the landalip by 10 pers, cenk, A& can ba geen

Etom the tchemen. deégeribed +n our teport- the rcccmme?d&d ancher®
force-wag~gome-10-times-thatuwhich.would have begn prov ded . by.: the
replacement..Qf  the beach to the leyels prior to the ‘start“of “the
\{fcenﬁL%andalip moyémgnta.w G ad N Ghe [ow \a\ccﬂk w g Eo

We assumed for our preliminary design study that ithe existing road,
esplanade and sea wall would be ratained in thailcr present positions
and consequently beach levels in front of Encombe would be
maintained more or less at their present levels. Our estimatad
anchoring force was adequate to cope with aome changes on beach
levels as indicated by the comparisons of the anchor and stabilising
forces involved in the sChemeg as dascribed above. Qur recommended
stabilisation scheme is sufficiaently flaexible to allow adjustment at
detailed “design- stage - for estimated.. longsterm--changea. in..beach~
levels,

(478 g hewt

Direclors 5 = Consultants -
RS Baxter FEng FICE M S Flatone MBE MG MCE A A Slewan FICE TIHT 1T Frce FICE < 7_;;3;Fg-gmg
(Chauman) D O Lioyo BS< FICE J angn:son FiICE NA Trenter MSc &‘GEO» v 5: RIGE
R W Roinwell MA FICE D Bucklay FICE v L Beavel FICE % JWeave! PhD F\Et E Loswy 95:_ FN\-\,.E__
(CHiel Exaculive) v JW Hoan OBE BS: FICE JC Buawell B¢ CICE o J P Wood B_SCFH.E K Anpld 2rD FiCE
aper FICE A& Gray FICE FE Chasgamard BSC FiCE JAnmed BS: FIE
A R Hargy FICE P A S Farguscn MASM AICE RixCra g BSc MICE Ragatered i Cngara ho 172254
H J Ampier FCCA C A Figm.ng PRD MICF 3 v MA MICE
H {3 Jonnson ES 2 G 0 Hiligr 85¢ FICE CTKKe 165c MICE
D 8 Kernedy JG N s DwWMJe 3 PnC FRSC
y¢ C Galiach
CJ Kerkland FIC D J Palkack PnQ .CE 4C Thome BS< FICE




We pregume that any studies for the Marina at Hythe will include
investigation of possible effects on . beaoh lavals {n rcoggdﬂof
~gandgate--and-any aggociated cost of maintaining theexisting road,
egplanade and sea Wal eI e AuGh inveat&gat;qn ghows possaible lass’
of baach in front of. §andgate(ds % whole, then at Bncombe thisuis
Aikely to be no gre than—allowed for in our proposal foriy
gtabiliasing -th@& Encombe Tandsilp. 3G greater,~=theiIcost=-of--any
requirceq L_nCDeaSﬁ, n q(\chg;Lngl forwos ohould npt.obe g{gnificank'
compaced With the gddikional €eSk of beagh teplenighment requirad ko
_protect.  the antire length of  sea wall in Eront of the  whole of”
sandgate. The.-potantial ghange«in-beach levels“ovaer-the degign 1life
of ~the Encombe schenmg,.due both ko the proposed.macina.and.to.khe
longer - term-loss. of .ahingle, “would bhe .agreed at detalled.design
gtage; and the required stabilisation force determined agcordingly.

We hopa the above comments providq the information you raquire and
we shall be glad to answer any further gqueries you may have,

vours faithfully

K

]./\/uﬂ Taurr A

Bl

N A Trenter <;\M\\ \wﬁf(uc

Director >
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Environmental Services Commi ttee - 18th June, 1987

Cheriton Road, which forms part of the Central Station landholding, as
an alternative site for Eheltoit eits:

The cost of relocating the toilets will be met primarily from County
Council highway funds although there is provision in this Committee's
capital programme in respect of the betterment element involved.

RESOLYED:
1. That the report be received.

2. That the Council enters into a lease with British Rail in respect of
the site for the relocation of the public toilets, the terms of the
lease being to the satisfaction of the Secretary and Solicitor and the

Distict Valuer.

SANDGATE STABILISATION WORKS

REPORTS At the Works Commi ttee meeting on 17th March 1986, members
considered a report from the Council's Consulting Engineers, Sir William
Halcrow & Partners in connection with the Encombe landslip. They
reported on the results of monitoring the movements of the landslip
together with methods of stabilisation. Three alternatives were put
forward for consideration with the preferred option being Scheme 'C'
dowelling of the landslip. However, before proceeding with detailed
design, five boreholes and inclinometers need to be provided through the
Esplanade in order to check on the soil and rock strata. The
inclinometers need to be installed during the summer previous to the
detailed design so that winter movement of the landslip reveals the

levels of the slip surfaces.

A sum of £15,000 has been included within this Commi ttee's Capital
Programme for 198./88 Tor the provision of these boreholes and
inclinometers.

RESOLVED: That the necessary capital finance be released to enable the
boreholes and inclinometers to be provided.

COAST PROTECTION WORKS BELOW LEAS CLIFF HALL, FOLKESTONE

REPORT: The Council's approved capital programme for 1987/88 includes
a sum of £130,000 for remedial works to groynes in the area below and to
the west of the Leas Ol e il

During the winter considerable loss of shingle has occurred with the
result that a number of groyne compartments are seriously short of
material, with the toe of the sea wall at risk of being undermined.

It is believed that this loss is not attributable to the condition of
the groynes and urgent specialist advice is required on the most
appropriate remedial works.

RESOLVED: That the necessary capital finance be released to enable
specialist advice to be sought on appropriate remedial works for this
section of sea wall.
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(Mrs.)L.Rene=Martin
Coast Cottage
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SANDGATE LIAISON.COMMITTEE

tanuazy lst ‘1916
Dgar Sir/Madam,

At the public meeting of 17th LDecember, concerning earth
movement at Sandgate, the consensus of those present favoured,
in principle, advantage being taken of Ministry, County and
District Council contributien towards the cost of work desighed
to improve conditions.

The Council strongly urge ~ffected owners to participate to
increase the lik@&ihood of this work being . done. Tt is nok
possible at this time to be precise about the costs to each
OWNET,

A Liaison Committee has been eztahlished to:
1, Inform affected persons of the Council's proposals
2. Inform the Shepway District Council of the views of
affected persons
3, Ensure that any questions raised receive appropriate
replies

At the committee meeting of December 18th, it wa’ resolved

that a letter would be distributed to all affected owners,
indicating an intention to canvassthe views of all those who
have not expressed approval in principle, tn ensure Ch it e/
are aware of the proposed scherme, obtain replies to any queries
and to discover objections to the schene, if any.

A list of some of the views so far expressed is enclosed.
Further informaticn may be obtained from the committee menbers:

Dauid Yule 14 Encombe telephaone 39443
B. Bushell 25 Alexandra Gardens

By Bxyant 137 Sandgate High Street

Mrs, D.D, Elliott 4 Encombe

R, Godden 22  Encaonlb

Nenetale 20




2.

Mr. Davies, 145 Sandgate High Street suggested that contributions should be
based on rateable values and enquired if old age pensioners would be allowed to
repay over an extended period of years as in the case of charges for Private
Street Works. He also stated that, in his opinion, the problem was general,
rather than localised.

The Chairman, in reply, stated that the Council would be prepared to consider
accepting payment by instalments in cases of hardship.

Mr. Jenkins, Steamer Cottage, speaking on behalf of 20 residents, 12 of whom
were householders, stated that they were very aware of the trouble at Encombe and
worried. They had anticipated the Council®s approach by holding their own meeting
at which it had been agreed that they were prepared to pay a sum subject to
satisfactory replies to the points listed below, and that as it was impracticable
for residents to arrive at a cocst between owners,they considered that the Council
should recommend individual amounts to be paid.

1. If the costs of the works escalated, would the contribution stand?
2e Was there any protection after the work had been completed?

=5 Was it true to say that if there were to be no contribution from residents
a Ministry grant would not be made?

4. After the work was completed, was it the Council'®s intention to allow
further development at Encombe?

The Chairman replied as follows:-

1 He considered that the Council, having accepted a contribution, would
stand by their decisior.

2 On completion of the scheme, the works would have to be maintained by
the Council.

:

S Not true (to that extent, the position mentioned in paragraph 2 of letter
of 1st July is no longer correct), but the Ministry advised the Council to seek
contributions from those who benefit, before submitting a scheme for grant approval.

4. Yes, but only where planning approval had already been given.

At this point, the Consultant Engineer referred to his Company®s propO&alc
stating that they had had more difficult problems to solve in other parts of the
country as well as the particular construction of remedial works at the East Cliff
Warren in-1948/1949 and that the measures they had taken there had proved
successful. However, he pointed out that, on completion of a scheme at Encombe
it could not be expected that no earth movement would continue to occur. It would
not mean that the problem would be solved overnight; some earth movement would
continue for a time. :

Mr. Bryant of 137 Sandgate High Street asked if there is no decision what
would happen to the sea wall and Trunk Road?

In reply,it was stated that the Department of the Environment was responsible
for the maintenance of the Trunk Road.

Mr. D. Yule, 20 Encombe - What are the chances of the two schemes being
successful?




TXARE]
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In reply)thé Consultant referred to the drain constructed after the 1893
slip saying that this drain had provided drainage of the area for many vears until
the drain fell into disrepair. The two alternative schemes now proposed were
selected as the most suitable for this particular problem, after detailed
investigations had been carried out and either of the schemes were designed to
provide a cure to the Encombe problem.

Mr. J.P. Medlicott, Solicitor (Messrs. Frederic Hall & Co) - Stated that he
was representing several property owners who were generally in favour of a scheme.
Their view was that the scheme should go ahead and they were prepared to make a
reasonable contribution. He also emphasised the fact that if the problem was
shelved for another five years, costs would increase substantially as they had
done in the last five years.

He then remarked as follows:-

1be His clients wished for:some guidance from the Shepway District Council
as to the basis of -apportionment.

2. He considered that there was an apparent reluctance to become involved
in what he saw to be a complex secretariat exercise.

3. He suggested that a Liaison Committee be formed as a pressure group only;
anything else would be asking too much because of administrative difficulties.

The Chairman, in reply, stated that the Council wished for a decision in
principle by the owners themselves before they became involved and prior to their
consideration of a scheme for ultimate submission to the Department of the
Environment..

A vote was then taken, which resulted in a majority agreement for support in
principle to a scheme being submitted by the Council and for private contributions
to be made by the owners involved; see also Appendix A.

Mr. David'Yule was then appointed Chairman of a Liaison Committee; the
Council officials and consultants thereupon withdrew to enable that Committee to
continue their discussion amongst themselves, and to decide progress towards the
matter in hand, namely, the making of contributions by the optimum number of
residents.
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Views so far expressed:

l. Many owners have recognised the advantages of work being
carried out to improve the safety margins concerning land
stability in the affected area. These include:

1, Enhanced property values

ii, Likelihood of improved mortgage facilities

iii, Less resistance to dales of property to prospective
purchasers.

iv. Reduced inconvenience due to breakdown of services

Ve An actual reduction in damage to property

Although it is recognised that the present owners have in no
way contributed to ‘the conditions which result in the present
instability, many owners feel it would be worthwhile to con-
tribute to the cost of any work done that results in improved
safety margins. :

0f those whose views have. so far been sought, and who agree

in principle, final judgement is reserved until a preecise.cost
to them is stated, and an uncderstanding resulting in affected
persons sharing the costs equitably.

A strongly held view is that the situation has deteriorated
as a result of .insufficient vigilance on the part of varigus
authorities, and therefore the cost of any work done should ,
be at the expense of the communal exchequer, and not fall
particularly on the owners of property in the affected area.
This view'is especially prevalent where property is not
directly affected, and the reduction in rates is considered
reqsonable compensation for the inconvenience experienced.

Many in favour of work being carried out have indicated an
acceptance that individual costs would be related to rateablse
values, There are those, however, who have already incurred
costs related to special designs intended to minimise the
known difficulties = in particular, the installation of land
drains on their own property.

It is thought that more people would indicate approval if

their financial liakility was clearly stated (for example,
£10,500 dividedby 7& contributers, resultinc in a flat rate

of £150 per affected owner). Still more if there was some

clear guaranty that such work would be effective.

For some owners, the once mooted possibility of a charge againe<
property (similar to that levied when a road is adopted) as a
method of payment, represents the difference between acceptarce
in principle, and rejection. (The Council has no authority to
make the cost of the work a charge on the property, however,
the Council is prepared to consider allowing owners, in cases
of hardship, to pay for the work by instalments.)
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SHEPWAY DISTRICT COUNCIL

TELEPAONE 57388 (STD 0303) - POST OFFICE BOX NO-D.R.386
ent e Ll THE CIVIC CENTRE,

YOUR REF: FOLKESTONE,
MY REF: BJ/BB/319/1/5 CT20 2QY

Ist July, 1975.
Dear Sir/Madam,

re Earth Movement at Sandgate -
Coast Protection Act, 1949

1. On the 20th October 1970 a letter was sent by the Town Clerk of the former
Folkestone Borough Council to all residents and interested parties in the Encombe
Area which advised that the drainage works connected with the above could, in
principle, be carried out under the Coast Protection Act, 1949.

i The former Council were of the opinion that drainage works,as recommended

by their Engineering Consultants, would substantially benefit properties in the
Encombe area and that if any works are carried out, owners of properties benefited
should contribute towards the cost. There is power in the Coast Protection Act

for authorities to obtain contributions by agreement from owners of properties that
benefit from such works. The Ministry at that time, considered that it is reasonable
for property owners to contribute if the Council undertakes such works and did, in
fact, make it a condition for the payment of a grant from Central Government funds.

3% It was left to the Council to fix the level of the contributions and they
decided that individual owners should, together, pay 10% of the total cost of the
proposed works, together with costs already incurred and consultants® fees, and an
approach was made to all concerned. The Council considered that the owners should
themselves decide how much each owner should pay, and should consult together to this
end.

4. In December, 1970, the former Council considered the response from the owners to
the proposal for contributions disappointing and, in view of the lack of sunport from
that quarter, took the view that they could proceed no further with the matter at that
time.

5 Following the unusually wet autumn and winter of 1974/75, further signs of
movement have been recorded in the form of cracks in the carriageway of Encombe, with
resultant damage to the service pipes and cables, broadly confirming the Consultantst
views that ground movements are related to rainfall and ground water levels.

(6 Shepway District Council has continued to employ the former Council®s Consultants
who are monitoring the situation and report thereon from time to time. They have
submitted a report dated 29th April, in which they draw attention to the recent

/Contdic s

; Mr. B. Jenner
ilibietbecsontdealing withithistmattierfonimy behalfiis v« s e

but all correspondence should be addressed impersonaliy to the Secretary and Solicitor (and the Box No. quoted).




evidence of ground movement in the area and they recommend that additional monitoring
equipment be installed subject to the consent of the various owners.

This recommendation was agreed by the Council on 18th June, 1975, subject to the cost
not exceeding £1500, which had been allowed for in the 1975/76 Budget estimate.

T In their report the Consultants also recommended the desirability of carrying
out a scheme to obtain some improvement in the conditionsat Encombe and suggested
that the choice appeared to be between:-

(a) a deep interceptor drain with cut off wall (as previously suggested) or
(b) a system of well points to intercept the flow of water.

Since 1969 costs have generally increased by about 2.6 times and estimated
costs would now be:-

Well points with supplementary drainage
(including allowance for equivalent capital
cost of operation and maintenance) £65,000

Deep interceptor drain with cut-off wall £90,000

These figures, together with expenses already incurred by the Council and Consultants?®
fees which would, as mentioned above, be taken into account in calculating the total
of contributions expected by the Council, would raise the estimated total to £80,000 -
£105,000.

It appears that the well point scheme may be more favourable than the previously
pronosed drain scheme.

& The Ministry has indicated that they would consider an application for grant
of approximately 40-45% on the balance of the estimated cost remaining after
contributions have been made by private interests.

13+ \-‘ trmon 4—1-9 Yent I"O

mis =~ 4 .'1ﬁ o
The balance of cost will be sha v between

and the Shepway District Council. h e f
be met by contributions as follows:-

s
e o 281

re, the hi gh r estimate of

£

10% Contributions by approx. 70 owners of properties
as in next paragraph 10,500

Voluntary Contributions by statutory and other
undertakers, say 10,000

40/45% Grant by Ministry on the above remaining
balance, say 38,000

50% of remaining cost to be shared by Kent County
Council and Shepway District Council, say 46,500

£105,000

JContida
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This letter is being addressed to
(i) the ratepayers of those properties where

(a) reductions in the rating assessments have been occurred
on the grounds of earth movement, or in respect of which
appeals for such reductions have been made on those grounds
and which have not yet been determined;

(b) they are structurally joined with such properties, or
(c) the owners have already agreed to make contributions

(ii)the owners of those building sites in the area that are available
for development

since these would seem to be the properties which would benefit from stabilisation
of the area.

(iii)the statutory bodies affected whose apparatus etc., was being frequently
by earth movements.

If the proposed works were to be carried out, any Local Land Charge enquiry
made in respect of your property would contain information to the effect that drainage
works had been carried out in accordance with Consultants advice to obtain some
improvements in the conditions at Encombe. This would, I suggest, improve the value
of the property and make it more acceptable to a possible purchaser.

ikt I shall be obliged if you will kindly let me know if you are prepared to
contribute to the expenses of the proposed works on the basis outlinsd above. It wilil
obviously be necessary for you to consult other owners in the area and it would assist
matters if representatives of the Council could discuss the matter with the solicitors,
surveyors or other representatives of the owners.

course.
12. If you are not the owner of the dwelling, will you please pass this letter to

the owner or his agent.

Yours faithfully,

J : /&/4@ /C/mﬁ'zpz

Secretary & Solicitor.¢
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o Afhliated to -—
Kent Federation of Amenity Socicties
Committee for the Preservation of Rural Kent
The Civic Trust

Hon. Treasurer Chairman

Hon. Secretary
H.B.Chaplin MrseR.E.Greenwall Mrg.B.A.Kerr
Committee ember for Earth Movement: A.H.T.Todd,

5, Encombe, Sandgate, Folkestone.
Your ref:l@l/2/218. Telephone Folkestone 38880.

,U ° G '_A.ﬂ ams » 9“3(\! L)
The Department of the Environment,
Phitehall M London ’ SeWels

9th December, 1971.

Dear Mr.Adams,

EARTH MOVEVUENT, SANDGATE

Thank you wery much for your letters of 30th Hovember and 6th
December, 1971. I trust you have also received our letter of 1l4th
Kovember with enclogsures.

The Society felt when they wrote on the 4th that the applic-
ability of the Coast Protection Act 1949 was no longer at issue and
their main pmrpose was to railse the "other matters" mentioned in your
second paragraph. "hen you offered over the telepnone on 24th November
to locate and read our letters we believed that 1if you felt unable to
advige on these other matbters you would pass the letters to the "rigut
gquarte®" mentioned on page three of our letter of the 4th-i.e. o the
department charged with adviging the Minister in cases where it con-
siders enquiry is necessary in the interests of local government.

In view of the fact that fifty owners were in favour of
suggesting consideration of a Public Enquiry (See Question 4 on the
attached guestionnaire) the Society would very much like to have the
appropriate Department's views and they would be grateful therefore
if you would either pass on the correspondence or let them have the
name of the Department concerned so that they may write direct.

In conclusion may I express the Society's very real appreciation
of your kindness in reading and replying to their various papers.

Yours very truly,

;'S. .1{li} OTODD-




Department of the Environment
Queen Annes Chambers
Tothill Street London SW1H 9XBJY

Telephone 01-930 4300 ext 31 6

A HT Todd Esq Your reference
5 Encombe

Sandgate Our reference
FOLKESTONE 1G1/Q/218
Kent Date

3}(77‘&, :J”C{/V\/uv&/(”‘j ‘U 73

Dear Mr Todd
EARTH MOVEMENT, SANDGATE

1e Thank you for your letter of 9 December in which
you mention that your main concern is to get consideration
of a public inquiry into the question of the upkeep of
the 'Latham' drain.

e I have sought the views both of my colleagues in
the sewerage division and also of the Departmentfs legal
advisers. Their view is that the question at issue is
not one which could be determined at a public local
inquiry. Whether the Folkestone Borough Council have a
legal liability to maintain the 'Latham' drain can be
decided only by the courts.

3. You may wish to consider, therefore, whether
your Society should take legal advice in the matter.

Yours sincerely

R

R G ADAMS




EPARTMENT OF THE ENVIRONMENT

Midigty 8/ Adsibg /abd 1o¢ql ok dtintidf
Whitehall, London swl
01-9%0 4300 ext. 3l6:

Our Ref: LG1/2/218: o s
il L L9 L 7 L

Dear !lIr. Todd,

Earth Movement, Sandgate

I have now studied your letter of 4th November and the enclosed
documents.

I should, I think, make it clear that my professional function
in this matter is to apply and administer the Coast Protection Act
1949 insofar as it may be applicable to the situation at Sandgate
which you describe. I have no function to advise upon or attempt
resolve other matters, e.g. the problem of the Latham drain, except
insofar as it may be relevant to coast protection. I am afraid
that you may find this rather frustrating, but nevertheless it is
only in this sphere that I am qualified to give you advice.

The Department consider that although drainage works could
properly be carried out by the Folkestone Borough Council under the
Coast Protection Act 1949 in order to safeguard the existing sea
defences at Sandgate from the effects of cliff movement, there is,
as a matter of engineering assessment, no present need to carry
out such works solely for this purpose. The reason why works have
been proposed now, rather than later, is to save private properties
from further damage. This is why the Folkestone Borough Council
have sought contributions from the property owners. Were it not
for the danger to the properties, coast protection works would not
have been proposed to be carried out now, since from a purely coast
protection standpoint they are not yet necessary.

In this situation the Department would not be Justified in
advising the council that their duties under the Coast Protection
Act 1949 require them to carry out the works as a matter of
urgency, or in suggesting to them that they should abandon the
claims for contributions which they themselves have evidently
decided to be appropriate. It must remain a matter for the council
to decide how they should proceed, and we cannot intervene or
instruct them what to do.

I have noted the various recommendations in the report which
accompanied your letter. It appears to us unlikely that any more
detailed geophysical survey would show a need for the carrying
out of the comprehensive scheme of works outlined, either in pre-
ference to, or additional to, the drainage scheme which has already
been agreed in principle. I must repeat, however, that it is for
the Folkestone Borough Council, as the coast protection authority,
to decide in the first instance what works should be carried out
and also when,

A. H. T. Todd, Esq.,
5, Encombe,
Sandgate,
Folkestone,

Kent.




If you wish to pursue the matter, I think that you would be
well-advised to consult a solicitor. However, I have no desire
to remain detached from your problem insofar as it has a bearing on
coast protection, and if you feel that it would help you I am quite
ready to see you here by appointment. I should, however, make it
clear that in my view, no amount of discussion is going to alter

the essential nature of the position as I have explained it in
this letter.

Yours very trulyi///

Zie

R. G. ADANMS
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THE
SANDGATE
SOCIETY

Afhliated 1o -—
Kent Federation of Amenity Socicties
Committee for the Preservation of Rural Kent
The Civic Trust

Hon. Treasurer Chairman Hon. Secretary

H.B.Chaplin Mrs.R.E.Greenwall Mrs.B.A.Kerr

Committee Member for Earth Movement:
A.H.T.Todd,
5, Encombe, Sandgate.
Telephone Folkestone 38880.

4th November, 1971.

The Secretary of State for the Environment,
The Department of the Environment,
Whitehall, London, S.W.l.

Dear Sir,

EARTH MOVEMENT, SANDGATE

The Sandgate Society represents from amongst its members
some fifty house owners in Sandgate who are unable to sell their
houses because of a warning letter on earth movement issued to
prospective buyers' solicitors by Folkestone Councile. As a member
of the Committee I have carried out research into the matter on
behalf of the Society and a report containing the results was passed
to the Town Clerk on 21st September, 1970. The Committee feel, how-
ever that, in view of the matters mentioned in the attached notes,
misunderstanding may still exist and they have directed me to write
to you as follows and to enclose a copy of the report, which I
attache.

The owners objection to paying the contributions towards a
Coast Protection Scheme demanded by the Council is based on the
fact that after the 1893 landslip, which affected half a mile of
Sandgate and not merely the 900ft to which the Council confine
their consideration, the Sandgate Local Board laid a deep drain
along the fault lines of the slip to prevent a recurrence and after
considering means of payment out of the rates including an Act of
Parliament accepted a donation to cover the cost from the Relief
Fund. The Pund had NOT been launched to pay for the drain but had
done much better than expected and the Trustees took the view that
if the cost of the drain were put on the rates the Fund would have
to help owners to pay the increased rates and therefore might as
well pay for the drain in the first place. This was done. The drain
was put in by the Local Board but no powers were taken over it and
it has not been maintained.
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When the development of Encombe began in the early 1960s the
Council after hearing on site the warnings of their engineer
stipulated a report by soil mechanics specialists. The two-year
0ld report which they accepted was addressed neither to them nor
the developers. It warned against building over 1893 cracks and
made eight references to the 1893 landslip and six references to
the consulting engineers' report of 1959 to the then owners of
Encombe. This last contained an alarming list of recent movement
at Encombe. The bare stipulation was quoted to a varying extent
on some search forms. When the consultants' report of 1967 was
received the Council felt obliged to make its contents known to
persons interested-i.e. to prospective buyers. Owners feel that
not to give equal publicity to both reports which, to a prudent
buyer, were equally alarming, was to favour the developers and
they further point out that the Council's building inspectors
allowed five houses to be built over 1893 cracks.

Correspondence with the local authority has been bedevilled
by théir persistence in referring to the area as "the Encombe
Estate". The Town Clerk has supplied us with a map showing which
properties are subject to his warning letter and this shows clearly
that the fifty one houses involved are made up of nineteen new
houses ON Encombe and thirty one old or very old houses in the
village and NOT on Encombe. To bracket these under the heading
"Encombe Estate" suggests a large entity and perhaps a sole
interest and is totally misleading.

Briefly, the history of the recent development of Encombe is
as follows. A consortium of local builders bought Encombe house
and grounds, laid out the carriage ways and main sewers and then
sold off the land in individual building plots to private domestic
buyers with full permission to employ such architects and builders
as they chose. Only three or perhaps four houses were built by
members of the consortium "on spec". All the others were built
privately for their own occupation by persons who had bought plots.
The Society maintains they are "private interests" exactly as in-
tended to be defined in line 5 of paragraph 2 of Ministry of Hous-
ing and Local Government Circular No.41/62 of 20th August, 1962,
that they are not substantial properties of the type identified
by the examples in paragraph 5 and that the only private and
commercial undertaking involved as a sole interest was the con-
sortium of builders whose interest ceased when they sold the land
and whoseliability under paragraph 6, if any, could not be trans-
ferred to private buyers without due entry in the Land Register.

On these grounds owners feel that they should not in equity
be asked to contribute to the cost of relaying the neglected drain
and that any local share of the cost should be met from the rates-
the source from which the cost of proper maintenance over the
years would have been met if it had been carried out.

In the circumstances summarised above and dealt with in detail
in the attached report the owners object on principle to being
asked to contribute and they point out that in any case the slip
they were asked to sign amounted to a blank cheque with no up-
ward limit and no undertaking that further demands would not be
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made in the future. They feel that as many of them are retired
folk with perhaps much of their resources tied up in houses they
can neither sell nor mortgage it is not just that they should
have to embark upon an astronomically expensive law suit in
order to make the local authority perform its duty and they
refuse to believe that, once the true facts are made known in
the right quarter, assistance will not be forthcoming to set

an end to their prolonged distress. As the Society said in their
letter of 12th November, 1970 to their M.P., Mr.Costain-

"PThe Society would draw your attention to the fact
that although some owners have suffered damage

to their properties amounting to perhaps one or

two thousand pounds, none have asked for compen-
sation. They seem content to ask for the relaying

of the drain without charge and the Society considers
this proof of reasonableness and costly realism."

I shall of course be happy to wait upon you as you may

Yours % , :
(A
(- A

direct.

A HTTODD.
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NOTES

The Town Clerk in his letter of 20th October, 1970 to owners
affected said at paragraph 4

"Phe Council consider that the total of such contributions
Prom individual owners should be 10% of the total cost of
the proposed works, together with costs already incurred
and consultants! feeSeeceos"

and at paragraph 5

"The estimated cost: of the works is not yet known. The
Council's consultants have referred (inter alia) to two
drainage schemes....one costing about £10,000...and the
other costing £35,000.

On 29th October, 1970 an owner wrote the Town Clerk asking SkaE
the additional work outlined in paragraph 3 of the Ministry of
Housing and Local Government's letter of 23rd April, 1970 was
to be included in the work towards the cost of which the owners
would be expected to contribute 10%. The Town Clerk replied-

".,.the Council regard the works suggested by Halcrows

and the Ministry as works necessary to improve the stability
of the land in the area and, in my view, expect the residents
to contribute towards the total of such costsece"

The Town Clerk in his letter of 6th November, 1970 to owners
affected said at paragraph 11-

"...the Council...sought further advice from Messrs. Halcrows,
who recommended the carrying out of a drainage scheme,
towards the cost of which the owners of the properties
benefitted, are now being asked to contribute."

and at paragraph 16-

"The appropriate committee of the Council will be meeting
on 23rd November next to consider replies to my letter to
you of 20th October. I shall therefore be glad if you will
kindly let me know by Monday, 16th November next, whether
you are prepared, in principle, to contribute to the cost
of the scheme as mentioned in my letter."

The slip attached for signature and return read-
"T agree/do not agree to contribute to the cost of a Coast

Protection scheme in accordance with the Town Clerk's
letter to me of 20th October, 1970."

The Ministry of Housing and Local Government's letter to the
Town Clerk of 23rd April, 1970 directed his attention to the
Council's powers with regard to seeking contributions-no more.

To page 2.




NOTES (Continued)

In paragraph 2 of the same letter the Ministry said-

"Tn the light off¥§formation obtained by the Inspector..."

On his visit to the area on l4th January, 1970 the Inspector
did NOT view the southerly wing of the road called Encombe on
which were situated, with the possible exception of No.1l9 which
had severe damage in its terrace made good about that time, ALL
the new houses in the area which showed signs of damage. This
damage, clearly visible and obvious from the public footpath,
was serious, including as it did one house which had moved some
inches from its adjoining garden wall and another in which the
paved area outside the front door sloped steeply into the porch
due to the house having sunk by a like amount. The Town Clerk
had given me to understand that he had asked for me to be allowed
to meet the Inspector, but the party did not call.

On 18th August, 1970 the Highways and Watch Committee resolved
(Minute 38) that they

", .were in agreement with the Ministry of Housing and
Local Government that if a scheme were made under the Act,
the owners on the Encombe Estate should contribute to
the costs".

On 23rd September, 1970 the Ministry of Housing and Local
Government said in a letter to the Town Clerk, last paragraph-

"On the basis of the information given by the Council
it would secem reasonable that the property owners should
be asked to contribute..."

20th October, 1970 the Town Clerk said in a letter to owners
paragraph 3-

"The Ministry consider that it is reasonable that property
owners should be asked to contribute...”

6th November, 1970 the Town Clerk said in a letter to owners
paragraph 14-

"The Borough Council and the Ministry consider that it is
reasonable that the owners benefitted by the proposed
works, should contribute to the cost."
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/[continuation -2 -

10% of the approximate total, the owners io agree amongsit themselves
on each Andividual owner's contrilbution. The olip did not contain
any upward dimit Lo the amouni the person eodgning it micht be
comnitting himself io pay and as such was held by the majority to
amount to a blank cheque. For thie and other reasons fiftylour
persons did not sdign. Fodkesione Corporation thereupon resoluved
dast December to iake no further action "at this stage’.

The Committee feel that the large and deep cracks and cavitation
cauwsed by the earth movement and the associcted [ractures of agae maine
may Lead 4in Sandgate 1o an occurrence combining the featwres ol lboth
the flberfan and the Clarksion disasterns. But whereas at Aberfan and
at Clarkston there was no precedent, in Sandgate ithe authoritics have
been made continuously aware over a period of vears of what had
happened in the past, was again happening and is still happening.

The latest dncident involving a gas escape was the fracture of a
4" main nine days ago.

Yours Lailthfully.,

TS Qh)\mg.,m_/A . ?”T@-/QVQW_-

(Mrs.) BeRKerr
fton.Secretany

Coples for information sent to :
AePaContain Esqg., (l.7.
lsCaScragg: Edae, LE ., T Clerk, Foldkesitone
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THE GAS COUNCIL
59, BRYANSTON STREET
MARBLE ARCH, LONDON, WA 2AZ.

01-723 7030

FROM
SIR HENRY JONES, K.B.E.

CHAIRMAN 26th October P 1971.

Dear Madam,

I have received your letter dated 25th October,
but as all the matters which you mention about gas are
the concern of the South Eastern Gas Board I have sent
it to the Chairman of that Board, Mr. R.N. Bruce,
at Katharine Street, Croydon, and have asked him to
write to you.

Yours faithfully,

e

Mrs. B.R. Kerr,

Hon. Secretary,

The Sandgate Society,
Somerville Lodge,
Sandgate Esplanade,
Folkestone , Kent.
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SOUTH EASTERN GAS

KATHARINE STREET
CROYDON
CRo 1JU

Telephone : O1-688 4466

CHAIRMAN'S OFFICE 27th June, 1969,

/
Dear Mrs. Rene-Martin,

I am afraid your letters have
fallen between two stools as they were
addressed to the South Eastern Gas Board
at the Gas Council's address. Our
address is of course as above,

I+ is quite true to say that
we have had a number of incidents in
the particular area of Sandgate to which
you refer, I think it would be fair to
say that they are more than normal and
could be attributed to ground movement,
Figures of incidents since January, 1966,
are ;=

10 fractures.
20 leaking joints,

Yours sincerely,

/@/v e

N

\

Mrs.L.René—Martin,

Flat J,

L4, Oxford & Cambridge Mansions,
0ld Marylebene Road,

Nee W25

QSﬂJuq-mﬁdw =y




BWUTH FASTERNGAS BOARD

KATHARINE STREET
CROYDON
CRo 1JU

Telephone: O1- 688 4466

CHAIRMAN'S OFFICE 28th October, 1971,

Dear Mrs, Kerr,

As you know, Sir Henry Jones, Chairman of the
Gas Council, has passed to me your letter of the 25th
October,

, In the summer of 1969, at the request of
Mrs ,Rene-Martin, we provided her with some figures on
incidents of fractures and gas leaks in Sandgate,

Frankly I am not clear as to why you have
written to our Industry, as I think you will agree that
when leaks have been identified in g,y part of our Area
we take immediate steps to rectify them, ani1 I am sure
that this has been done in the case of those which have
been reported to us in Sandgate.

» i
I am sorry that the Folkestone Corporation have

not accepted the suggestions of your Society as to how
earth movement should be dealt with, but I do not see
how we can help you in this matter,

Yours sincerely,

/ C), oY 7 ey

Mrs, B.,A. Kerr,

Hon ,Secretary,

The Sandgate Society,
Somerville Lodge,
Sandgate Esplanade,
Folkestone, Kent,




SOCIETY

Affiliated to -~
Kent Federation of Amenity Socicties
Committee for the Preservation of Rural Kent
The Civic Trust

LR mr;i ;
fian ﬁy,

Hon. Treasurer Chairman Hon. Secretary

H.B.Chaplin. Mrs.R.E.Greenwall. Mrs.B.A.Kerr.

Committee Member for Earth Movement:
A.H.T.Todd,
5, Encombe, Sandgate.
Telephone Folkestone 38880.

28th January, 1972.

R.N.Bruce, Esq.,
Chairman,
South Eastern Gas Board,
Katharine Street, Croydon, CR9 1JU.

Dear Sir,

EARTH MOVEMENT, SANDGATE

FPurther to our letter of 25th October last to Sir Henry
Jones, passed by him to you, we now enclose Ex.101/13 and Ex.101/14
giving deteils of subsequent Public Utility failures.

You will note that these include four further gas escapes.

The Society has always felt that in view of the cracking
of the ground and of concrete floors and the cavitation which
result from the movement which causes the escapes sooner or later
an escape with serious consequences must occur. Incident No.71
would seem to indicate that these fears are well founded.

)
Yours truly, /\ //

\4

~

VALH.T.TODD.

Copied for information to:
A.P.Costain, Esq., M.P.
The Town Clerk, Folkestone.




SOUTH EASTERN GAS

KATHARINE STREET
CROYDON
CRo 1JU

Telephone : O1-688 4466

CHAIRMAN'S QFFICE Fil st January:,: 11972%

Dear Mr, Todd,

Phank “veou  for your letten ol
the 28th January giving further details
>f earth movements at Sandgate.

Yours sincerely,

-

v 4 6 /:"’:) T

—

¢

AVCH LT Eodd s NS 6 rons
5, Encombe,
Sandgate,

Kent.




from ALBERT P.COSTAIN, m.p.

HOUSE OF COMMONS
LONDON, SWi

October 28th, 1971

Dear Mrs. Kerr
{ )

Thank you for sending me a copy of your
letter to the Chairman of the Gas Council.

I was not aware of the cracked gas mains
but after all the trouble I took to persuade the
local authority to take action about the earth
movement at Sandgate, it is a matter of regret to
me that those most affected were not prepared to
pay what T considered to be a reasonable contribution
to safeguard their properties.

jkmrs sincerely,
T

~—7 )

Mrs. Bs A. Kerr,/
Hon. Secretary,

The Sandgate Society,
Somerville Lodge,
Sandgate Esplanade,
Folkestone, Kent.
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The Scoiety understand that Mr. Costain has copied his letter of 9th November to all house-
holders concerned and they feel obliged therefore to do the same with their reply.-. They
feel that their circular of 10th November still applies.

SANDGATE SOCIETY

Somerville Lodge,
Sandgate.

n G
Dear Mr. Costain, 12th November, 1570,

Earth Movement, Sandgate

Your letter of 9th November, 1970 has been placed before the Committee and I am
instructed to reply as follows.

The Society seek to point out to the authorities the moral justice of the claim that the
drain should be re-laid at no cost to the owners who have suffered. They feel that the
Coast Protection Act 1949 and Ministry of Housing & Local Government Circular No..41/62 of
20th August, 1962 provide the authorities with the means of doing so and they have been
given no explanation by either the Town Clerk or the Ministry of how any request for
contributions from small private interests can be considered appropriate under section 5
of the above circular. The Society would draw your attention to the fact that although
some owners have suffered damage to their properties amounting to perhaps one or two
thousand pounds, none have asked for compensation. They seem content to ask for the
relaying of the drain without charge and the Society considers this proof of reasonableness
and costly realism,

As regards your third paragraph, I am afraid we must contradict you here. After our
representatives had met you on the 18th of September, a Friday, they took the first
opportunity to call at the Civic Centre, on Monday 21st September, and they saw lir. Salt,
the Deputy Town Clerk., It was suggested to him that discussions between representatives
of owners, bearing a proper written mandate signed by each owner, and a small number of
representatives of the Local Authority might well be more profitable than another of the
meetings with all owners present such as had been held on three previous occasions. Mr.
Salt agreed. The Society's representatives left with the definite impression that they
had made very clear indeed their desire to co-operate and to make a genuine effort to get
the matter finally settled. Nothing further whatsoever was heard from the Council until
21st October when an owner gave to the Society a copy of the Town Clerk's letter of
20th October., This was NOT copied to the Societye.

The Society were disappointed that their approach to the Council had been ignored by
the Town Clerk and that he had made no mention of it in his letter. They were surprised
to see that this letter did not invite general discussion of the scheme as a whole but
instead dictated terms under which owners must pay 10% of the total cost of the "proposed
works". This total was stated to be £35000 plus. The Town Clerk did not mention whether
the cost of the Ministry'!s suggestions in the third and fourth paragraphs of their lctter
of 23rd April, 1970 (Ref.LG1/Q/153) relating to beach-feeding and the possibility of the
Council's taking over the Latham drain which extends some 1600 ft to the west of the
Encombe estate were to be included in the total cost. Clearly such works could push the
cost up to very much more than the £35000 mentioned. There was no undertaking that the
proposed contribution would be a "once and for all" payment and no mention of any upward
limit.

The Society could not have attended discussions of any sort without first obtaining
a proper mandate and Mr. Salt fully endorsed this view, but in view of the terms of the
Town Clerk's letter of 20th October making clear as it did that discussions were to be
concerned only with the machinery of payment, the Society felt it must first obtain an
indication of how many owners were prepared to contribute. If the number proved to be
small the Society would clearly have no mandate to discuss methods of apportioning
contributions, Three degrces of willingness to pay were incorporated and the wording
was chosen in a deliberate attempt to be honest and fair. As you had expressed doubts
as to the credentials of our representatives on September the 18th, the opportunity was
taken to include questions designed to ascertain owners' views on the approach to yourselfs,
As you will see from the results, owners were not afraid to state their views and the
Society considers the figures of value. No pressure either way was brought to bear on
ownerse

The Society acted in good faith in seeking to carry out your requirements regarding
sincere discussions with the Council and they emphatically deny that they ignored your
advice. They are unable to see how the answers to their questions can be rcgarded as a
foregone conclusion. They show that only three people are prepared to pay now, that/H7..°
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47 wish the matter contested and that 31 would sooner not have the drain than pay. The
very fact that 16 said they would pay if all action failed seems to the Committece to
indicate that owners have given thought to the questiomnaire and have not been swayed by
heriocse If you feel the answers to questions 3 & 4 concerning yourself are a foregone
conclusion then steps will have to be taken to have owners express their wishes in a
manner acceptable to youe

On the additional questions you suggest we comment as follows:-

1. Had the owners been kecpt advised of the progress of negotiations appropriate credit
would have been unncccssarys They and the Society were kept totally in the dark§®)

2. Of the more than sixty houses affected some forty-two were built long before the
N.H.B. Registration Scheme came into beinge. As regards insurance most owners had not been
to0ld of the risk of earth movement and so had no rcason to query the matter with their
insurers. When the movement began in October, 1966 insurance companies asked to cover
refused point blank on any terms. One well-known company's printed standard pol¥cy
contains under contingencies covered relating to buildings "Storm, Tempest & Flood
excluding destruction or damage by Subsidence or Landslip."

3, The Society is glad to have your opinion that it is cssential that remedial work is
put in hand at the earliest possible moment but feel that to ask such a question of
owners, 51 of whom have been for three years unable to sell their houscs because of the
Town Clerk's warning letter and who have during that period lived in some fear for their
personal safety would indeed have produced an answer that was a foregone conclusion.
With regard to the second part of your suggested question, many owners had alrcady
commented most forcibly on this obvious flaw in the scheme and in view of the clear
warning given in our question 1c the Society did not feel it was necessary to labour

the pointe

The Society has been instructed by fifty-one owners of properties in your
constituency to approach you and ask you to obtain justice for them by having
contributions waived,

They have also been instructed by fifty owners of properties in your
constituency to ask you to consider pressing the Minister to hold a public enquiry into
all Local Authority actions since the Sandgate Local Board/Urban District Council laid
their drain.

I must therefore ask whether you are prepared to recognise the Society's mandate
in these matters and if you are not I must ask you to state for the benefit of those
owners what steps they must take in order to bring their grievance to your notice in a
manner acceptable to you.

Yours sincerely,

(Mrs.) B.A. Kerr,

Hon. Secretary.

\etQwners are well awarc of the facts and consider that being relieved
of 90% of an unjust demand does not make a demand for the remaining
10% just. To have dravm their attention to the point again would
have been to advise expediency. The Society has tried not to
advises
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THE Civic CENTRE

YOUR REF.; FOLKESTONE.

wviree; TC/C/31971/4

15th December, 1970

N. C. SCRAGG. LL.M.

BOLICITOR

TOWN CLERK
CLERK OF THE PEACE

TELEPHONE: 55221
(STD 0303)

Dear Sir ar_Madam,

Earth Movement: Encombe, Sandgate

With reference to my letter to you of 6th November last, replies have
been received from 8 persons agreeing, in principle, to contribute;
14 persons who have refused to contribute and 20 persons who have stated
that they are unable to reply until they know the expenditure in which
they will be personally involved. 20 persons have not replied.

This matter has been considered by the appropriate Committee of the
Council who are disappointed at the response from the owners.

The Council feel that they have acted reasonably throughout the
whole matter and consider that it is regrettable that there is so little
support from the owners.

At the Council meeting on 9th December, the Council decided that, in
view of the lack of support from the vast majority of the owners in the

Encombe area, it can proceed no further with the matter at this stage.

Yours faithfully,

f},/\,ww«“\

Town Clerk.

e

ASHOT S Ted dy “Bsq. ,
5 Encombe.

The person dealing with this matter XXX Xebalf is the Town Clerk

All correspondence to be addressed to the Town Clerk
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THE Civic CENTRE,

FOLKESTONE.

my rer.: 1C/C/319/1/4

6th November, 1970
N. C. SCRAGG. LL.M.

SOLICITOR

TOWN CLERK
CLERK OF THE PEACE

TELEPHONE: 55221
(STD 0303)

Deur Sir/Madam,

re Earth Movement at Sandgate

15 My attention has been drawn, by the Sandgate Society, to a questionnaire
and to a document entitled "Concise History of Earth Movement, Sandgate"
published and circulated to you by the Society.

2e I should point out to you that the Council do not accept many of the
statements contained in the "history" which they regard as incorrect and
misleading.

3 The Council are well aware that in 1893 there was a serious major

earth movement which destroyed several properties in Sandgate. There was

a national appeal by the Lord Mayor of London and, out of the funds raised,

a land drain was laid by the then Sandgate Local Board in the Encombe area.
Strictly, the Local Board had no statutory power to do this, but clearly,
because of the emergency, the work was carried out, presumably, with the con-
sent of the owners of the land in which the land drain was laid.

4. Neither the Sandgate Local Board nor its successors, the Sandzate Urban
District Council and the Folkestone Borough Council had any powers to maintain
the drain which, presumably, was repaired from time to time by the owners of
the lands through which it ran.

S The land at Encombe was and still is defined in the Folkestone Town Map
of the statutory Kent Development Plan prepared by the Kent County Council
(the Local Planning Authority) under the Town and Country Planning legislation
for primarily residential and thus suitable for housing development.

6. Prior to about 1960, the land, together with Encombe House, was owned

by the Abbey National Building Society, but about that time, they sold the
property to Dr. Leader who (presumably because he wished to developn the land)
requested a firm of eminent Consulting Engineers, Sir William Halcrow & Partners,

The person dealing with this matter BH>RXBeHaNNs the..?o..‘?’?‘.,cl..e.{}? e Bt 202
All correspondence to be addressed to the Town Clerk
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to advise on the question of development of the land for housing purposes.
Briefly, Messrs. Halcrows advised that the land was suitable, but recommended
that houses should not be constructed on or near to the lines of the 1893
landslip. They also pointed out that continual gradual movements were taking
place at Encombe.

e About 1962, the property was purchased by the Land and Property Develop-
ment Company (Folkestone) Limited who obtained, presumably from Dr. Leader or his
agents, Halcrows® report. The Company laid out buiiding plots on the land

and, in the course of development removed a considerable quantity of earth from
one part of the siie to another. This was done without the consent of the
Council and it is incorrect to state that the Council allowed this. There

is no power to insert an entry in the land charges register in this respect

as is suggested in the "History'.

8. The Council gave planning permission for development of the site,

having had the opportunity of reading Messrs. Halcrows® report to Dr. Leader.
This report belonged to Dr. Leader or the Company (not Messrs. Halcrow) and
the Council were not entitled to give copies of it %to a householder at Encombe
o toRothe r personss But there was nothing to prevent such persons from
seeking to obtain copies from Dr. Leader or the Company or their agents.

9. The Council were not entitled to refuse planning permission for the
development of the land, having regard to the Development Plan. Inefact,
because the Council wished to provide an open space on the Estate, they were
required to purchase three building sites at building cost with the aid of
Government grant.

10. One matter seems not to be generally recognised and apparently is not
accepted by the Sandgate Society, is that a prospective purchaser of a house
has the onus of satisfying himselfwhether there are any physical defects in
the property or the land on which it is built as well as with regard to other
matters such as title, etc. If he does not do this, he takes the risk of
there being defects in the property.

Virtually, all the houses on the Estate are constructed with strengthened
foundations which clearly shows that the builders and the &rchitects were well
aware of the possibility of earth movements.

11. About three or four years agcy there were earth movements on the Encombe
Estate. The Council were under no obligation whatever either legal or moral,
to take any action in the matter. However, in the interests of the residents
in the area, they considered that they ought to seek the advice of Messrs.
Halcrows. Since that time, as you know, the Council have also arranged for
test borings to be carried out and sought further advice from Messrs. Halcrows,
who recommended the carrying out of a drainage scheme. towards the cost of
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which the owners of the properties benefitted, are now being asked to
contribute.

1120 The Council had no power after the issue of planning permission, to
compel the building company at their own expense, to consult Messrs. Halcrows
in 1967 and to pay for the cost of the bore-holes and the cost of the

scheme as the "History" suggests. :

13 In 1968, the Council, following advice from the Mjinistry of Agriculture,
suggested that the Kent River Authority should prepare a land drainage scheme
under the Land Drainage Acts. The Solicitor for the Sandgate Society sub-
sequently suggested that the River Authority should declare Sandgate, or part
of it, to be an Internal Drainage District, which would have involved the
setting up of an Internal Drainage Board who would have levied a drainage

rate against the owners and occupiers in the whole of the district. Either
scheme would have involved considerable and compulsory expenditure for the
owners and occupiers in respect of the construction of the drain and its
subsequent maintenance. The Ministry of Agriculture and the River Authority
were not in favour of the scheme. One of the Engineers of the Ministry of
Agriculture and the Engineer to the River Authority (not the Society) sug-
gested the possibility of the work being carried out under the Coast Protection
Act - the appropriate Ministry being the Ministry of Housing and Local
Government. This Ministry (who had originally stated that they could find
no statutory autherity under which the problem at Encombe could be solved)
have now agreed to consider a proposal to carry out the work under the Coast
Brotection Acit-

Under this Act, considerable costs would be met by the general vody of
ratepayers and taxpayers through grants from the Ministry, the County Council
and further expenditure by the Borough Council.

14. The Borough Council and the Ministry consider that it is reasonable

that the owners benefitted by the proposed works, should contribute to the
cost., In coming to this conclusion, account was taken of the circular issued
by the Ministry in 1962 abolishing compulsory coast protection charges.

15% The Society®s statement in its "History'" that "the Corporation consider
the whole area, from the east end of the Undercliff to beyond " Sunnyside?

to be dangerous', is untrue. The conditions imposed on planning permissions
granted in that area are simply designed to ensure that properties shall have
properly designed foundations and that adjoining properties will not be
affected by the development.

463 The appropriate Committee of the Council will be meeting on 23rd November
next to consider replies to my letter to you of 20th October. I shall therefore
be glad if you will kindly let me know by Monday, 1i6th November next. whether

you are prepared, in principle, to contribute to the cost of the scheme




as mentioned in my letter. For this purpose, I shall be glad if you will
kindly complete the attached note and return it to me by the above date.

If I do not hear from you by 16th November, I shall assume that you do
not wish to contribute to the cost of the scheme and report accordingly.

Yours faithfully,

b

Town Clerk.

TO The Folkestone Borough Council
Civic Centre,
Folkestone.

Earth Movement at Sandgate -
Coast Protection Act, 1949

* I agree/do not agree to contribute to the cost of a coast protection

scheme in accordance with the Town Clerk'®s letter to me of 20th October, 1970,

Signed ..

Addressi caienn

* Please delete as necessary.




EARTH MOVEMENT, SANDGATE
COMMENTS ON
TOWN CLERK'S LETTER OF 6.11.70

Line 2 "several properties", 68 were damaged, 24 beyond repair.

Line 4 ",.2..drain was laid in the Encombe area." The whole 1893 slip area
was drained, This was some 2500 ft. wide., The Encombe estate is 900 ft.
wide., The drain protected some 1600 ft. outside Encombe.

Line 5 They should have taken powers,

Line 3 Drain was laid in places at depth of 23 ft. How could owners either know
it needed repair or repair it?

It should NOT have been so defined,

Line 1 Dr. Leader wished to develop as a holiday camp & consulted Halcrows on
the siting of 8 or 9 chalets - not on "the question of development of the
land for housing purposes".

Lines 2 & 3. Mr. Scragg does not say why five houses WERE built over the lines
of the 1893 slip.

The property was purchased by Land & Property Devt.Co., on 29th September,
1960 - NOT "about 1962",

As is clear from the Town Clerk's para 3 line 1, the Council knew of the
obvious dangers of earth moving on Encombe. As they failed to detect and
stop the movement of 8000 tons in the wrong direction when they should
have done so it is fair to say they allowed it,

Line 7 The History did not suggest the movement of earth should have been entered
on the Register. It said that a note of owners liability to contribute to
the relaying of the U,D.C. drain should have been put on the Register.

Iines 1 & 2. This was because they had ignored the 1893 landslip when drawing up
the Development Plan.

Line 3 Our understanding of the position is that, the Council having put a Tree
Preservation order on the area, they were required to buy these plots.

The Town Clerk clearly has doubts about the onus being on a prospective
purchaser or he would not, in December 1967, have begun issuing his warning
letter to prospective buyer's solicitors stating that the Council had
"Received from Consulting Engineers a report on the ground movements in
the Sandgate area with particular reference to the Encombe Estate
Development." He does not explain why in 1963 when he was in possession
of Halcrows report of 26th April, 1960 (on which Planning Permission for
the Encombe development was based) with its vital warning against building
on or near to the lines of the 1893 landslip and its mention of continual
gradual movement (see his letter, page 2, lines 3 & 4) he did not pass on
to buyers a warning as to its contents,

Para 11 Those reading the History will reach their own conclusion as to moral
liability.
Line 3 "..in the interests of the residents.." If this was so, why did they
not first consult the residents? And why did they not implement their

own resolution when the 1967 report came out, to inform residents of its
contents?

Page 3 Line 1 The properties will not be "benefitted". They will merely be restored to
approximately the value they had before they were affected by the results
of the Council's neglect both of their own drain & of their duty to
supervise a development in such a dangerous area.

Para 12 This baldly states the Corporation had no powers and does not answer the
reasoned argument at the foot of page 1 of the History. Halcrows
suggestion in the 1960 report that they should be consulted in the event
of any increase in the rate of ground movement was clearly a condition of
the permission and this being so the Council were obliged to make the
developers pay and had no power to charge the 1967 consultation and the
bore holes forming part of it to the rates., There might seem to be here

a case for surcharge of the persons responsible.
/Para 13...
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Society's Counsel stated "The expense of an internal drainage board may
be met out of a special drainage rate, or they may, by agreement, be net
by an amount CONTRIBUTED BY THE LOCAL AUTHORITY equal to the special
rate". (Land Drainage Act, 1961. Section 25).

The Town Clerk does not explain how twenty owners on Encombe and some
forty outside Encombe can be considered appropriate contributors in the
light of the examples quoted by him in his letter of 20th October last,
para 2.

The Town Clerk denies that the Corporation consider most of Sandgate
unsafe. Why then do the following appear in the Minutes on "Iatchgate",
Sunnyside Road?

1541.69. "To what extent the development is likely to affect the
overall stability of the slipped ground in the vicinity and..."

19.3.69. "The Town Clerk ... reminded the Committee of their concern
that any development on the site should not be adversely affccted by
the soil conditions which were known to exist in that area.

and "... the applicants were just as anxious as the Committece were
that the proposed development should not be adversely affccted by
the soil conditions resulting from the landslip at Sandgate in 1893",

The Minutes quoted in the History regarding the proposed development in
the Undercliff refer to

"such other works ... as may be necessary in relation to the site
and the adjacent roads, lands, buildings including those in the
Undercliff, the Crescent, Gough Road and Sandgate High Strect".

From the Undercliff to the nearest point in Gough Road is 600 ft. and to
Sandgate High Street about 450 ft. The whole of the centre of Sandgate

is clearly thought by the Councillors to be at risk from this development.
When the Society says as much, the Town Clerk lumps the many properties
in this large area under the title of "adjoining properties" and dcclares
that the Society's statement is untrue,

The Town Clerk makes no mention of the two missing volumes of the
Sandgate Local Board/Urban District Council Minutes.

——00o0-—-




The PFacts

The area of Sandgate, Kent has been liable to
landslips for centuries. In 1893 there occurred a
major 1andslip, as a result of which works were carried
out to prevént a recurrence. These works constituted
a main drain of a roughly arced shape with five
smaller drains leading the water collected to outfallé
on the beach. The works were carried out under the
aegis of the Sandgate Local Bdard, though it appears
that the cost was met by puﬂlic appeé?. Further minor
slips and craqks in the ground occurred between 1893
and 1966. In 1962 planning permission was giantéd for
the residential development of land known as the .
Encombe Estate. Development proceeded from 1963.
Further land movements occurred on the estate, which
was by that time developed, in December 1966. At that
time and subsequently crackingiand fracturing affected
the properties in the development, and apprehension
is felt at the possibility of a more serious landslip.
Four reports are available from Sir William Halcrow
and Partners, compiled in 1959, 1960, 1967 and
January 1969 respectively. The 1967 report (page 5)
recommended a limited site investigation. That has
been carrieq out. It is apparent from the 1969 |
report, which draws on the resg;ts of the investigation:-

(a) that the instability.is cdused by the drainage

properties of the various beds of the soil; (b) that




the best remedy would be the construction of a deep
interceptor drain at a cost of 835 000; (c) that

some improvement could be effected by the construction
of a shallower interceptor drain at a cost of £15,000;
(d) that the. remedy is in principle similar to that v
adopted in 1893.u :

The Issues

I propose to advise on the,follewing issues e

seriatims=-

(1) Has any public authority avdufy to effect

the remedial works?

(2) Have the resident householders any cause of
action against the developers of the

Encombe Estate?

' Have the resident householders any cause of
action against the Folkestone Borough Coupcil
who granted planning permission for the

development?

Issue (1

The basis of the modern 1a§ of land drainaée.in
"England and Wales is the Land Drainage Act l93Q, L
which.repealed a series of earlier general Acts

going back to the reign of Henry VIII.. The Act of
1930 has been ameﬁded”end supplemented by the River




Boards Act 1948 (now replaced by the Water Resources

Act 1963) and the Land Drainage Act 1961.

The public authorities having statutory
responsibility for land drainage are the following:- 
e

(a) The Ministers of Housing and Iocal Government

and of Agriculture who have joint supervisory and

default powers; (b) The River Boards constituted

under the Act of 1948. River Boards took over the
functions of catchment area boérds under the Act of
1930. By virtue of s.5 of the Water Resources Act
1963 the functions of River Boards under the Act of
1948 as regards land drainage were. transferred to‘the
river authorities established under that Act. Uﬁder

Schedule I the Kent River Authority took over the

functions of the Kent River Board fof‘the area .in

question; (¢) Internal Drainage Boards set up within

the area of a river authority. (d) ILocal Authorities.

I will deal in this paragraph with the relevant
functions of fhe Kent River Authority.

The Authofify has power under s.34(1l) of the Act

of. 1930 ﬁovﬁaintain and imprdve any existing drainage

- works a@d to construct new/drainage works required for
the drainage of their area; Howe%er; that subsection
authorises work by the Authority in .relation t& the

" main rivef only. It would not, thereforé; seem

appropriate to the present works. By virtue of




8.2(4) of the Act of 1930 the expression "main river"
means the river to which the drainage of abriver

authority is directed.

Section 30 of the Act of 1961 permits the

Authority to make a scheme for the drainage of the

land and to execute it. The expenses of the scheme are

recoverable from the holders of the land to which it
relates: 8.30(10). The expenses of the scheme

must not exceed £20 per acre improved, though the
Minister of Agriculture may'Waive this limit in cases
of urgency in the public interest: 8.30(4)(c), (11).‘z
. I understand from my instructions that the Authority
are reluctant to implement a scheme under s.30; even
though they will not bear its costa One reasoh for
their reluctance is thét the gcheme would be different
from their usual land drainage functions. The terms
"drainage" and "drainage works" are not statutorily
defined but in ﬁy opinion drainage which prevents the
accunulation of undersoil water is as much drainage
within the meaning of the Act as. drainage which prevents
surface Water accumulations, If the Authority refuse
to implement a scheme'undef's.BO a complaint may be
made to the Ministers (see para.3, supra) who may

hold a iocal inquiry and may direct the Authority

to perform its functions: ‘Water Resources Act 1963,

801080 .




There is probably no internal drainage board for
the district constituted under s.l of the Act of 1930
or constitutea under the Land Drainage Act 1861 and
| continued under 8.1(3) of the Act of '1930. However,
Catchment Boards under s.4(1)(b) of the Act of‘l930
were required to submit schemes‘for cdnstituting new
internal drainage districts and their boards. That

function was transferred to River Boards by virtue of

8.4 and Sch. 3, para. 3 of the River Boards Act 1948. '

By.virtue of 8.5 of the Water Resources Act 1963

the function now devolves on the Kent River Authority.
Purther, para. 6(1) of Schedule 3 to the Water
Resources Act 1963 provides that s.4 of the Act of 1930
has effect ag if it embowered a river authority at any
time to sﬁbmit a scheme and required such an |
authority to submit a scheme when so directed‘by the
Minister of Agficulture. Lttag, fherefore, clear that
the Kent River Authority can_subﬁit a scheme for the
constitution of Sandgate as an ‘internal drainage
district with an'internal drainage board. This is of

~ crucial importance since the power to construct new
drainage works . under s.34(1l)(c) of the Act of 1930,
which, as mentioﬁéd in para. 4 supra, is confined

to the main river in the case of éhe River Authority

is not so confined in the case of an internal draipage
board. An internal drainage board is itself a drainage

board for the purposes of s.34.




In my opinion the best course open to the Sandgate -

" Society is to press for the creation of an ihternal
drainage district for Sandgaté. The 1andslip problem
appears to justify it. ‘I note that under 8.1(5) of
the Act of 1930 ‘the districts to be constituted as
drainage districts were to be such districts as would
derive benefit or avoid dangér as a result of drainage
operations, a wording which would apply exacily fo
Sandgate. Pressure could bé brought on the Minister of i
Agriculture to make a direction.under Schedule 3, para.

6 of the Water Resources Act 1963 failing  the co-  
operation of the Kent River Authority, and no doubf"

Iy Déédes would be willing to assist here. ' The
.creation of an internal drainage district is an
alternative to the procedure under s.30 of the Act of
1961. The expenses ofvaﬁ internal drainage board may be>
met out of a speciél.drainage rate, or they may, by
agreement, be met by an amount constributed by the

local authority equal to the special rate. This

latter course was adopted in Schwehr v Gibbard (1961)

; 8 R.R.CQ 1230 : ; : ~

The functions of local‘authorities have been
enlarged by the Land.Drainage Act 1961l. Under s.34 of
that Act councils of county boroughs and county districts
may.exercise the pbwers conferred on drainage boards
by s.34 of thé Act of 1930 for the purpose of

preventing flooding oxr remedying or mitigating any




damage caused‘by flooding. That wide power would be
.apt to cover many of the difficulties caused by bad
land drainage. Flooding is not defined in the Acts

of 1961 or of 1930. I would expect it to be confinéd
“to surface.water flooding and nq% 10 cover the ‘
present problem of saturation of the subsoil. fhe
provisions of s.34 can be brought to the attention of
the Borough Council, but there appears tb be no'pbwer
in that Authority to carry out the necessary work.

I should add that under s.30 of the Land Drainage Act
1961 the Cdunty Coﬁncil, like the Kent River Autho}ity,
has power to initiate a scheme. It would be more
appropriate for a drainage scheme té be carried out by

the River Authority but'in the last resort there is powér :

for the local authority to do it;itself.

I should mention that theifunétiGns I have -
outlined arg'in'the main permigsivg powers rather than
mandatory duties, é.g. S.54 of.%he dct of 1930. It is
established that when & statutofy aufhority is ;
entrusted with a mere power it cannot be made liable
. for any daﬁage éﬁé%ained by a member of the public by
reason of é failure to exefcisé the power, a principle

+ that was applied to Catchment Boards in Kast Suffolk

Rivers Catchment Board v Kent £l941] A.C.74. There is

liability for the breach of a positive duty by a

drainage authority: see Rippingdale Parms Ltd. V

Black Sluice Internal Drainage Board [1963] 3 All E.R.




726 where the duty of an internal drainage board

" was regulated- by a local Act of 1765.

'

Finally on Issue (1), I should mention a source

of confusion which may have arisen.: Certain of the
cases helpfully cited in my instructions turn 6n the
provisions of the ‘Public Healuh Acts on the vestlng'
in local authorities of dralns and sewers. It is a ‘
basic principle of both,sewers and drains, as under-
stood in the Public Health Acts, that they should be
designed or.used to drain constructed objects such as
roads and bulldings, as distinct from land itaelfs

This is clear from the dexlnitions of Ydrain" and
"gewer"™ in s.343 (1) of the Publlc Health Act 1936, and

see Shepherd v Croft [1911] 1 Ch. 521, in which it

was held that a natural watercourse which had been
piped was not a sewer. . I do not think that any help
can be gained from public health legislation in the

present case.

Issue (2

In my opinion no liability can be established by
the owners agaihst the developers of the land. The
letter from Sir William Halcrow and Pariners of the
23rd October 1967 states that it would not be possible
to state definitely whether the earthworks carried out
by the development did, or did not, give rise to ground

displacements. In the absence of an express covenant




'or guarantee there would be no liability under the
contract of sale, nor in the circumstances would an

action in negligence be feasible.

30}, Issue (3)

I have before me a copy of a planning permission
dated the 18th September 1962:for the construction of
new estate roads and sewers which is conditional on a
report by soild mechanics specialists being furnished‘
to the planning authority. There is an earlier S
permission dated the 20th March 1962 for a residential
development of the Encombe Estate whiéh has no such con=-

dition. The planning authority considered the 1960

report of Sir William Halecrow in accordance with the

condition. In mylopinion 10 liability can be .
established against the planning authority. Any
liability would have to be framed in negligence. The
liability’involves the proposition that in law a local
planning authority owers a duty of care to future
purchasers of property in respeéﬁ of which they issue
a planning permission. I do not regard that as a
proposition that would be tenable before the courts.
Furthermore, e&en if an action could be framed there.
is no evidence of negligence in fact. The planning
authority required and considered an expert report,
the gist of which was that residential development
could proceed.. I cannot see that they behaved

negligently.




Conclusion

This is an unusual case in which it is not‘easy
t0.be dogmatic. I suggesf that a copy of this advice'
is shown to the local authority so that it can be
compared with the opinion obtained by the Corpoiation
'from the Association of Municipal Corporations.v .
Nevertheless I feel that the:following broad conclusione

may be drawn.

(1) As far as action by bublic.bodies‘is concerned,

the most appropriate action to pursue is to
press for either (a) the establishment of an
internal draiﬁage board and the execution
by it of works under 8:34 0% the'Land Drainage
Act 1930; - (b) a scheme under s.3b of the
Land Drainage Act 1961. In both cases the
expense of the works has ultimately to be
borne by the public. However, an a&vantage‘
of the former course being adapted from the.
viewpoint of the inhabitanis of Encombe is-
that the expense can be more widely spread

& by e special drainage‘fate as euggested in
paragraph 5, supra.
I consider it most unlikely that any liability
could be established against the developers of

the estate or against the local planning authority.

17th March, 1969.

2 Paper Buildings,
3 Temple, EoCc4o..




AD.V IsC K

Hallett & Co.,
Ashford,

Kent.
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I appreciate that certain owners may have suffered damage and feel entitled
to compensation, but as the drain was on private property, there is little doubt
that a claim for compensation could not be brought against the local ‘authority.
The Valuation Department of the Inland Revenue have acknowledged the loss of value
in some instances by agreeing to a reduction in the rateable value.

I was, of course, aware of your meeting with Mr. Salt on September 18the T
1ink you must appreciate, however, that in connection with this matter it was
for the Council to communicate directly with the owners, who would then be
in a position to make up their own minds whether or not they ‘15;ed the Society
or other adviser to represent them. I think that this is perfectly understandable,
having regard to the last paragraph of your '"Concise History of Earth Movement at
Sandgate!, in which it is stated that '"there is no JuStlflCauiOD whatsoever for
demanding contributions from owners as the present movement is due solely to
inadequate sea defences and the local authority's neglect of their own drain.' I
understand that this view was made perfectly clear to Mr. Salt when you and lir.Tod
saw him.

d

You will remember that in a letter of October 20th from the Council, an
indication was given that it would be necessary for owners to consult with one
another and that it would assist matters if representatives of the Council could
discuss the matter with the solicitors, surveyors or other representative of the

WNers. In my view, it is entirely a matter for the owners to decide whom they
will select as their adviser or representative, if, in fact, they wish to do this.

With regard to the question of the costs of beach-feeding and the possibility
of the Council taking over the whole of the Latham drain, I tlirk you must appreciate
that in this respect they have to be advised by their Consultants. At the moment,

o . & 5 4 , P 2 : s = o
they are dealing with the situation in the Encombe area and not with the land to the

west where I have never heard it suggested that works are necessary. i ~thdmke g f
you had enquired of the local authority, you would have been informed that St aishar
usual condition imposed by the Ministry on meking a grant under the Coast Protection
Act, that the Council shall give an undertaking to the Ministry to maintain the

coast protection works in respect of which the grant is made.

Frankly, if you intended to enlist my further assistance, I think it is
regrettable that you did not feel able to consult me in regard to the wording of
your questionnaire. On the subject of the additional question suggested by ﬁe,
referred to in paragraph 1 on page 2 of your letter, if you are referring to the
fact that I have not kept the owners advised of the progress of negotiations, I
think you must appreciate that I am constantly in consultation with all the local
authorities in the Constituency in relation to their approaches to the various
Mlnlutrleu, and it would be impracticable to advise constituents of the action I
am taking every time I approach a Minister. If, on the other hand, the suggestion
is that the local authority has not kept the owners advised, 1 ivi
Town Clerk that information has been given since
in July 1968. You will, I feel sure, understand LS
every owner advised by letter of the progress of this matter, § .
your Society and your Society's Honorary Solicitor have been coanstantly kept in
picture by the Town Clerk. Quite apart from this, any owner could have written to
the Council and I am sure would have received any necessary information.
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While some owners may take the view that the request to pay 10% of the cost
of the drainage system is unjust, I am bound to say that I have had representations
from other ratepayers and members of the Council who consider it even more unjust
that 90% of the cost should be borne by other ratepayers and taxpayers. Another
point, which I feel you snould not lose sight of, is that if the River Authority
and the Minister of Agriculture had agreed to a drainage scheme as was suggested
by the Town Clerk, or the creation of an Internal Drainage District as was
suggested byyour Society's Solicitor, it could well have been that the owners in
the Encombe area would have been reguired to pay a far greater proportion of the
cost of the scheme than one-tenth of it.

. bered 2, of course I appreciate that a number of
the houses v ui e he National Hou e-Builders Registration Council came
into being and -hi > I enquir whether, if they did not have the
guarantee of a house builder, they had tdnen out insurance policies which would
cover the contingency. Obviously, after the land movement began in October 1966,
insurance compdn;eo would not be prepared to give cover. With reference to the

wners who had purchased older property, perhaps it might have been expedient if I
had added a further question asking whether their surveyor indicated at the time of
purchase that there was any risk of land slips. The Society must understand that
in contracts for the purchase of landed property, the principle of caveat emptor
applies, i.e. the buyer must take his enquiries of the seller to ascertain whether
there are any defects in the property. The seller is under no obligation to
disclose any such defects, or any report he may have on the subject.

Jith reference to paragraph numbered 3, it is my considered opinion that this
remedial work should be put in hand with the minimum of delay, Qno I feel that some

owners de nct
the houses, had an owner I MOUl taken the view that the contrlbutlon I
was being asked ) towards the dralnage scheme was a premium to make my house
marketable again. With regard to your statement that 51 owners have approached
you to ask me to obtain justice for them, I was advised that their legal case was
not strong, and in my opinion the best chance of getting financial help would be
through equity, and I thought that by obtaining a S0% grant an equitable solution
had, in fact, been found.

L o3 L1, 3, \ . cons rntion the
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As far as the proposal to seek a Public Inquiry is concerned, I have no
objection to approaching the Minister on this matter, but I am bound to point out
to you that this could well take one or even two years, a delay which could have
tragic consequences,and the publicity derived therefrom would, in the long term,
have a detrimental effect upon the selling price of the houses involved. Added to
this, further expense would be incurred which I would have thought better spent in
remedying the faults.

Another point which must be considered is whether you are prepared to accept
the risk of the _puu1ry being unfavourable to your members,and the possibility of
the contribution of 10% bein; increased in conse e I think you should
appreciate that the cost of such a Public Inquiry into all lobdl UtborluJ dctions
since the drain was laid in 1893, might take a considerable time and would involve
the Council and its officers in a great volume of work and heavy expenditure on all
the ratepayers in the town. While I think. it would be unusual, taking into
consideration all the circumstances, that the Minister would agree to hold an’
Inquiry, I should be interested to know whether your Society would be willing to
pay the cost of it in the event of the holding of the Inquiry being considered un-

Justified.
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With regard to your ultimate paragraph, may I remind you that I have always
talked to members of your Socioty the basis uhab, although you had not got a
mandate from the owners, you in ¢ ] faith seeking my advice on their behalf,
and I hope that you consider b2 riven it on this basise. I hope you
will appr cclate however, the ' ha responsibilities to other taxpayers ﬁnd
ratepayers e I 1gh ancd sidere when the local authority sugg
a contribuulon 0% - { I be made by the owners, tney
would have been satisfi with thi posal This would have left
only the K { he AC;J/ coula be ‘.cAJ_;l'y appor tioned
among the individual owners, having regard to their individual circumstances and
other matters, including property values ar > fact that some of the awners have,
in previous years, had to pay a coast protection charge.

5

In conclusion, I would be ] s not to say that the present
weather conditions - heavy rain fnlloflnv a dry summer - do in my opinion create
circumstances in which early implication of the new drainage system is essential
to prevent further possible structural damage, the extent of which it is impossible
to estimate.

Yours sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara A. Kerr,
Honorary Secretary,
The Sandgate Society,
Somerville Lodge,
Sandgate Esplanade,
Folkestone, Kent.
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HIGHWAYS AND WATCH COMMITTEE Fx :3/3
Borough of Folkestone) At a meeting of the Highways and Watch Committee
in the held at the Civic Centre on Tuesday, 18th

County of Kent

June, 1968 at 7 o'clock in the afternoon.

PRESENT :~ Alderman Hamer in the Chair, the Mayor,

Aldermen Harris and Moody, Councillors Barnes, Dfury,
Jacques, Neame, Penfold, Springett and Tanswell.

(6) MINUTES

The mlnutes of . the last meetings of the nghways
Committee and the Watch Committee and the minutes of the
last meeting of this Committee were submitted and signed

(7) WEIGHTS AND MEASURES ACT, SHOPS ACT ETC.
- (a) Chief Inspector's Report ' G
The' Chief Inspector of Weights. _and Measures
iuggltted his report for the period 1lst April to 31lst May,
9

RLSOLVED -~ That the report of the Ghlef Inspector of
Weights and Measures be received,

(b) Petroleum Licences — Renewals

RESOLVED - That the applications from the under-
mentioned persons and bodies to keep petroleum at their
stores respectively hereunder specified be approved and

licences containing the necessary and usual prov1sions be
' granted untll the 318t March, 1969.

Name Situation of Store

Ge Jdo F. Mace 88 Cheriton Road

uBarber Bros. 295 Cheriton Road

Fosters Imperlal Steam Ashley Avenue
Laundry Company Limited : e

- Sandgate Service Station Sandgate High Street

1(8) EARTH MOVEMENT AT SANDGATE

Further to minute 86 of the proceedlngs of the
Highways Committee of the 22nd February, 1968, and to his
written report on the matter dated the 17th June, 1968,
the Town Clerk outlined the history of earth movement at

Sandgate and informed the Committee of the present
Position.

Following upon communications with the Ministry of :
Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, an approach was being !
made to the Kent River Authority in an effort to obtain

their agreement to the making of the scheme under the
Land Drainage Acts.

T S S

The Borough Engineer explained certain aspects of
the problem and informed the Committee that the land

drainage system installed after the 1893 slip appeared
to be functioning and that the manholes had been

Inspected regularly as this Was the only means ans or :
ascertaining that the system was carrying ground water.

B e o

|
The Town Clerk informed the Committee that the i
Council were under no legal obligation to take action to
stabllize the ground in the area although naturally they

PRENNSS S s
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Highways and Watch - 18th June, 1968.

would no doubt be concerned at the present situation
in the Encombe area. : Wi ‘ ‘

RESOLVED -

(1) That copies of the Town Clerk's confidential report
and a copy of the letter and report from the Sandgate
_Society be circulated to all members of the Council who are
‘ not members of this Committee ; ‘

(2) That a meeting be arranged to which three ' .
representatives ST ThE Sandgate oociety and all the owners
of dwellings in the area affected by the Halcrow Report

" ‘be invited : S

(3) That the Mayor, Chairman and Vice—Chairmaﬂ\and
Alderman Harris represent this Committee at the above
meeting and 3 ; i}

(4) That the Mayor be requested to certify in
writing that the preceding resolutions have been passed
in a case of emergency and that the matter is too urgent
to wait for confirmation by the Council. : : 2

(9) HIGHWAYS ACT 1959 ' =mwd ; i widy foe
(2) Langdon Road (Part) — Adoption : : =
The Town Clerk reported that the part of Langdon
Road which had recently been made up under the Highways
Act, 1959 (Code ef 1892) had now becn completed and
that a resolutién was required to adopt it. el

RESOLVED - That that part of the street known as
Langdon Road from its junction with Hawkins Road Hor s
distance of 170 feet in a westerly direction and shown on
drawing number 378/196 within the Council's district
hitherto not being a highway maintainable at public
expense, having been sewered levelled paved metalled
flagged channelled made good and lighted to the
satisfaction of the Council, the Council as the street

_works authority do hereby declare this length of  road
to be a highway maintainable at the public €XpEense ,
unless within one month after the date on which the
notice in respect of the above length of road is first
displayed the owners or’ a majority in number of the
owners of the street by notice in writing to the
Council object thereto, and the Town. Clerk be instructed
and authorised to sign' and display any necessary notice
in respect of the above-mentioned street in accordance
with Section 202 (1) of the Highways Act, 1959.

(b) Section 4O Agreements

(i) Linksway BEstate

The Town Clerk reported that the developer
carrying out the construction of the above estate on
a site at the north-west corner of the 0ld Golf Course
has asked the Corporation to enter into an agreement
under Section LO of the Highways Act, 1959, in
respect of the construction of the estate roads.

RESOLVED - That the Corporation enter into an
agreement under Section 4O of the Highways Act, 1959,
for the construction of the roads on the Linksway '«
estate in accordance with plans, sections and a
specification to be approved by the Borough Engineer
subject to the agreement being in a form approved by
the Town Clerk and to the inclusion therein of the




THE SANDGATE SOCIETY

1 Castle Road,
Sandgate,

24th July, 1969,

Dear Sir/Madam,

EARTH MOVEMENT, SANDGATE

With reference to the meeting at the Civic Centre, Folkestone on 14th
April last when it was decided that the Ministry of Agriculture should be
asked to arrange a meeting at which representatives of owners affected and
Folkestone Corporation might discuss with the Ministry the drainage works
advised by the Consultants, I have to advise that the meeting duly took place
in London today. Mr, Gadd spoke for the owners and was accompanied by
Mrs. Greenwall, Chairman of the Executive Committee of the Sandgate
Society and by Mr, Todd. The Corporation were represented by Mr., Scragg
the Town Clerk, Councillor Banfield the Deputy Mayor and Councillor Cook,
Chairman of the Finance and Establishment Committee., Five representatives
of the Kent River Authority were present together with five representatives
of the Ministry of Agriculture under the Chairmanship of Mr, Savage of the
latter Ministry, ¢

The Ministry felt that a scheme of the nature suggested would be
unique. Generally, the Ministry and the Kent River Authority thought their
duties were only concerned with surface water drainage and saw difficulties in
either :

(a) Setting up a drainage board as suggested by the Society or
(b) Preparing a scheme under Section 30 of the Land Drainage
Act of 1961, as suggested by the Corporation,

The Society 1s discussing the matter further with Folkestone Corporation
and consideration 1s now being given to invoking the provisions of the Coast
Protection Act which, it is felt, may be more appropriate,

Yours sincerely,

D, G, VORLEEY:;
Hon, Secretary.
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Appendix to Proceedlngs of Housing ST 0
and Town Planning Commuttee.-~ //[ [ t“)(L C SlLb (ZJVQA&[
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: “area on more appropriate ‘sites has beemn Ha v
-: - made-~in. the Development Plan. e

B s
{1 .

(u) That, in connectlon with the submiss ion of Getciic 5
o the proposed layout of the road and the proposed road .
junction of the development with Canterbury Road in -~9£

- respect of the under-mentioned application which was the .

} subject of outline permission in March, 1961, the Fae
proposals be approved, subject to the: consent of the .
304 Minister of Transport as the development will abut upon
',v\a trunk road i ; :

61/22B - ﬂf;‘ . Walton Manor Farm = Canterbury Road -5
Qutiline = s residential development for Messrs.
(Revised) "' . Snape & Leslie. :

(5) That, in connectlon with the under-mentioned i s
application, which arises out of .an outline permission ... 7.
issued in March, 1962, the proposed layout be approved,
subject to any direction the Minister of Transport may
make and to the condltlons and for the reasons respectively

: stated'- 5 s _ ;

62/211 - 9786 ‘f"Encombe", The Esplanade = construction R
S il " of new estate road and sewers for The Land i i
* .and Property Development Co. Ltd., subject.:;
“to (i) deteils relating to the design of ' .}
“the buildings, their siting, external
appearence and means of access being
" submitted to and approved by the
U7 Corporation before any works are begun;

'L(ii§ the permission ceasing to have
“'effect after the expiration of three
“‘years from the date of notification of
‘" the decision upon ‘ke application unless
vi-wlthin that time, approval has been ena

“aeinotified in respect of the matters reserved_ulj7 -
£ under condition (i) above; (iii) the lines . . .’
».of sewers being revised to the approval G S

.+ of the Corporation; (iv) the Corporation i
“ebeing furnished with a report by soil
i mechonics Speclalists as Lo WNAt SLEPS,

if any, are necessary to _ensure the el
-stablllty of any development which may bo i

S undertaken on this site and tO any.

.« Pecommendation or the specialists being
T Undertaken as part or tae approved  Scheme

of deveiopment; (v, amenity planting and . &
“.landscaping in- accordance with alscheme s
to be submitted to and approved by the -
Corporation being undertaken within
twelve months after the development has
 feen carried out, the recasons for the
s.imposition of the conditions being that
the property abuts .upon a trunk road and
‘also respectively (i) that no such details.
' have been submitted (ii) in order to ’
_ prevent the accumulation of permissions
in respect of which no details have been

.* gubmitted; (iii) in order that the
;1 stability of the ground shall not -be

./ . prejudiced and the sewers shall not be

oinjuriously affected by ground movement;- '
"(iv) to ecnsure the stability of the site
. and of any development thereon and (V) '

4 el 10 e d iy W . 1y \

;Borough of Folkestone:

{to COUNCIL MEETING of 5th September,. -

fFrom MINUTES attached to SUMMONS
e h960.
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THE Civic CENTRE,

vour nsry 4 FOLKESTONE.

wraers  TC/W/319/1

26th February, 1960,

N. C. SCRAGG. LL.M.

SOLICITOR
TOWN CLERK
CLERK OF THE PEACE

TELEPHONE: 55221
(STD 0303)

Dear Mr. Gadd,
Encombe

Further to my letter to you of 2lst February, I now enclose two
copies of the planning permission dated 18th September, 1962. You
will notice that this permission relates to the construction of new
estate roads and sewers and contains conditions which are appropriate
to an outline planning permission. As you know, an outline planning
permission can only be granted in respect of buzldings. It therefore
seems to me that conditions No.l and 2 are voidiand of no effect. . An
added reason for the invalidity of these two conditions is also the
decision in the case of Kingsway Investment Company =-v- Kent County
" Council which was recently decided by the Court of Appeal.  You will,
however, notice that condition (iv) makes provision for the soil mechanics’
report to be provided.

I understand from the Borough Engineer that a copy of the report
was subsequently produced to the Borough Engineer, which was the 1960 Report
prepared by Halcrows on the instructions of Dr. Leader, the then owner of the
.~ Bncombe Bstate. . '

Yours sincerely,

e W

v

Town Clerk.

A. W, Gadd, Bsq.,
Messrs. Hallett & Co:,
Solicitors,

11 Bank Street,

Ashford, Kent.

The person dealing with this matter otxpaysbekatf is......... thev.vTo.wn -Clerk
All correspondence to be addressed to the Town' Clerk
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REPORT from Sir William Halcrow & Partners to Mess*s. Beresford Lye & Co.,
Palmerston House, Bishopsgate, London, E.C.2., dated 20th April, 1960

re Dr. Leader, BEncombe, Sandgate, Kent

We write with reference to Mr. Smyth-Osborne's visit to Encombe on 12th April
during which, in accordance with Dr, Leader's request, he carried out a routine
inspection and in addition had discussions with lMr. Evelyn and Mr. D.B. Lye concerning
the siting of any new buildings in the grounds,

The inspection was carried out in the presence of Mr. Usher of Messrs. Hayward
and Paramor, Two previous routine inspections had been carried out for the Abbey
National Building Society on 6th August and 24th November, 1959. Copies of our
letters giving the results of these inspections are attached.

The positions and reference letters of tell-tales and observation wells mentioned
below are shown on drawing no.2 which accompanied our report of April 1959 to the
Abbey National Building Socictye. Observations in respect of ground movements showed
the following position in relation to our last inspection on 24th November:-

1e Existing slip - No movement of toe of the slip or recession of the cliff at the
back of the slipe

24 Martello Tower - No opening of the cracks in the moat wall,
S Surface cracks at top of c¢liff, references A to E - No measurable openinge
L+ Surface cracks at foot of cliff, references F & G - No openinge

5 Surface cracks in main drive, references J & K - No measurable opening but slight
recent movenent was indicated by cracks in the new mortar f£illing of old cracks
in the concrete kerb,.

Surface crack above vegetable garden, reference L - No openinge

Cracks in terrace walls west of house - Slight recent movement was indicated by
cracks in the new mortar filling of old cracks in the terrace walls,

Glass tell-tales inside house - Three tell-tales in the scullery which had
previously been in position and remained intact for about a year had been
renoved and the wall tiles replacede Tell-tale by lounge split by crack
1/32 in, widog

Annexe -~ No movement of strutted walls of boiler room or store. A few further
negligible cracks in the distemper on the walls.

Observations in respect of ground water showed the following conditions:—

Existing slip - Well points dry except for Bi1 in which water was at a depth of
11£t.5in. Surface of slip was dry except that at the toe of the slip on a
level about 10ft. above the ground level of the house there were two small
springs, one on the S.E. side and the other in the middle,. There was a small
flow of water from the land drains in the S.W. of the slip.

Steps to children's playground - Dry.

Undercliff behind house - water levels in well points unchanged except for D2
which had risen 6 in. Ground at foot of cliff by new drainage pit dry. A small
flow from the land drains at the back of the drive.

The above observations show no change from the long term situation at Encombe
which was described in our report to the Abbey National Building Society in April 1959.
They show the present to be a period of quiet in respect of the continual gradual
ground movements taking place at Encombe, They show that water level in the Under-
cliff to be appreciably the same as that noted during our last inspection and sone
2f%., lower than that noted in April 1959.

As mentioned to Dr. Leader, we consider that the observations and measurements
made by use during our routine inspections could be carried out satisfactorily by
Messrs, Hayward and Paramor, Should any increase in the rate of ground moverents

be noted or a rise of th; wﬂtuﬂ’lbvbls in the undercliff and in the well points to_

those shown on drawing no.2 of our report of April 1959, then we suggest that this
offlce should De oonsultpd.

/Tedat oy,




Z o-a

If it be decided that Messrs., Hayward and Paramor should in future carry out
the measurements at tell-tale pegs and the soundings in the well points, then we will
send on for their use two copies of our drawing no.2 and a list of the results of
recent measurements,

We recommend that small brass pins be set in on either side of the cracks in the
terrace walls to the west of the house. These would provide together with the stcel
pins at present "set" in the drive, two firm places along the back of the 1893 land-
slip at which accurate nmeasurements could be maintained,

We turn now to the question of the siting of zew buildings in the grounds at
Encombee The main known ground movement which ha: occurred at Encombe is the 1893
landslip. The lines of the surface cracks which opened in the ground during the
landslip are shown on drawing no.2 of our report. Since further gradual movenent
associated with this landslip has been indicated by surface cracks it would be unwise
to build on or close to any of the lines of the 1893 landslip. In addition, other
conditions being cqual, areas outside the landslip should prove more stable than those
within it.

Four arcas werc considered., First, the southern part of the grounds lying between
the drive and the southern boundary was considercd. A line of surface cracks of the
1893 landslip are shown to cross the area but these cracks rust have been small and the
ground disturbance here negligible., During the visit, cracks were noted in the masonry
walls of the sunken tennis court but no cracks in the surfacing of the court itself,
These cracks are not considered to be associated with any general ground movemcnte.
There is no recason to suppose that houses built in this area and not lying on the line
of the 1893 surface cracks should bchave any differently from the modern houses which
at present stand immediately east of the area.

Sccond, the level ground at the foot of the steep cliff and at the N.E. corner of
the grounds was considercds This area lies behind the 1893 landslip and should not be
affected by any further novements of this slip. Apparently a small fall had occurred in
the steep cliff at the rear in 1930 and in addition the ground was boggy underfoote
It is considered that this area would be suitable for building but beforehand a French
drain some 6ft. deep should be constructed along the foot of the cliff behind which
would add to the stability of the cliff and also cry out the ground.

Third, the arca of lawn on the east side of the house was considered, An indicat=-
ion of the suitability of this arca for building can be obtained from thec castern end
of the present house., Reputedly this was built on timber piles but some cracking has
taken placc, In a ncw house the risk or amount of cracking would be reduced the further
away it was placed from the back of the 1893 landslip.

Fourth, the western part of the grounds lying below the second vegetable garden
was considered., Since this area lies well behind the 1893 landslip it also should not
be affected by further movements of this landslip. Houses built in this area should
behave with respcet to ground stability similarly to the modern houses standing
imnediately west of the arca,

With regerd to Encombe House itself, we have given our opinion on its future in
our report of April 1959 and our subscquent inspections confirm this view,

As mentioned previously, the timber strutting at the back of the courtyard could
E T &

easily be replaced by concrete buttresses for the sake of appearance. Therc appears

to be no advantage for present purposes in altering or extending the strutting in the

boiler room and store in the annexe., The drainage hecading on the west side of the
annexe should eventually be backfilled before deterioraticn of the present timber

lining and supports.

~—-000=—-




Ministry of Housmg and Local Government
Whitehall London SW1 ' =

" Telephone 01-930 4300 ext. 59 OF 27

The Town Clerk ; Sabmiasl e i "t Yourreference TC/C/319/1/B
Folkestone Borough Council e sl : : %
Civic Centre . SR s TR0 Our reference LG1/Q/153
Folkestone T et b Sl .

Kent : e e .Date 43 April 1970

Dear Sir

COAST PROTECTION ACT 1949

ENCOMBE ESTATE, SANDGATE

- I refer to previous correspondence and to the informal visit on 1% January 1970
by one of the Department's Engineering Inspectors to investigate land movements in
the Encombe area of Sandgate. - : :

In the light of the information obtained by the Inspector we consider that the
provision of an interceptor drain and associated works as suggested by :

Sir William Halcrow & Partners to improve the stability of the ground in the area

of the 1893 land slip near the Encombe Estate, in order to reduce the liklihood

of damage to the sea wall, is work of a type which, in prlnc1pcl; could be carried
out under the Coast Protection Act 1949, Without prejudice to the M}nlster 5
consideration of any detailed scheme that may be submitted, it is our view that it

is open to the Council with the agreement of the land owners to put forward a formal
submission of the drainage works to be carried out in the vicinity of Encombe fo:* the
Minister's approval under Section 5 of the Coast Protection Act.

If the Council decide to proceed in this way they may at the same time wish to include
in their proposals works to improve the stability of the area adjacent to the garages
and filled ground to the North Vest. Additionally they may also wish to consider :
- methods such as beach feeding to maintain the foreshore in the vicinity of the Encombe
Estate 4-5ft. above the tops of the plles in order to increase the factor of safety

against a slip.

The Council are invited to say whether they see any p0551b111ty of their assuming
responsibility for the 1893 "Latham drain' where no ownership is claimed and maintain-
ing it as a surface water sewer or part of the coast defences.

The Council will do doubt be aware of their powers under the Coast Protection Act to
obtain by agreement contributions towards expenditure in certain circumstances and if
they decide to carry out the works described above they may wish to consider whether
such comiributions should be scught from the owners of those properties whizh would
enjoy substantial protection in the event of stabilisation works being carried ount.

'Yours faithfully

O 0(

D W HAYWANLD
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Ministry of Housing and Local Government ) 5/ | C
Whitehall London SW1

Telephone 01-930 4300 ext. 27 or 35

The Town Clerk | JOWN CLEKK Your reference
The Civic Centre e A -

: t 2 5 SEP1970 | TC/C/319/1/!
AT A Ty CyR T | ~ =
FOLXKESTON 255EP { Our ,g{eréme o
Kent | FOLKESTONE | 161/¢/153
£ Date ¢ «

&> September 1970

Dear Sir
ENCOMBE, SANDGATE, FOLKESTONE

Thank you for your letter of 11 September,

I think I should explain that in the Department's letter of 23 April 1970
council's attention was drawn to their power to seek contributions from lando
whose property would be protected in the event of the council deciding to nut
forward proposals Ior stabilisation works in the vicinity of Encoubs because it
appeared that the council were of the view that, although they wished to assiest
in any way they could, the remedial works required were strictly e matter for the

yodt

o~ T

|
: ; bl = = el zarspme
swaeis of propertiss in the area and that legally the council had no responsibility.|
In this connection I would invite your attention to the contents of your letter of |

1 Merch 1968.

We have indicated in the letter sent to you on 23 April 1970 our view that it is

open to the council to submit a scheme under the Coast Protection Act 1949, A
decision whether or not to do so rests with the council. On the basis of the
information given by the council it would seem reasonable that the property owners t
should be asked to contribute towards the cost of the works if the council undertake |
them. I have to say, however, that the negotiations to obtain such contributions arg
& matter for the council to pursue and the Ministry is not in a position to express

a view as to the amount of -the contributions which would be appropriate.

Yours faithfully

D W HAYWARD
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20th August, 1962

COAST PROTECTION ACT, 1949

1. T am directed by the ‘\.iiwigt:” of Housing and Local Government
recently been reviewing the ‘V”'ﬂ ieme procedure provided for by
consulted the local authority ass i

in favour of abandoning works

all Cf"\ji protection W
s.4 and 5 nf the ;\\L

protec ! yrities are therefor vised that from now on nO more

be made . purpose of recovering compuisory contributions from '*ri\;;\ e

and that the works s yrocedure should be :1110\‘,@& to fall into abeyar

where it is nece / DULSOTY ATy Ou' op \[dud! S on

the council’s owner

levied.

3. The increased expenditure falling
works schemes will be taken into account for the r\'r HOses o‘

it will be necess: ake a small adjustment in the methed of a

no \_Olhfl"ht
v b' V..n*’"t‘ and rLugV
ph t(.u uorks schemes where some charges have already
that there is no satisfactory alternative to continuing
charges, many of w ln\ﬁ.z may be subject to appeal to hin

5, Although he has decided
of recovering mm',\/l\‘)m cont
the powers in the Act

D¢ ;O‘i‘xﬁi 7]

, holiday

e

(l._llli.t,f..f it may be that in some cases a private and
sole mntere S PaRiextn sy 3
.\,(’)[' iterest involved and in such cases local .mlln riics will no doubt consider wheth

> 3 1 L (] (@8 oy | Yo 8 £

would be more d]\;)lu‘)\l:.\(\, for them to proceed under section 20(6) of the :
cnables them to make a contribution tow J Z6) ol the
by other parties.

commercial undertaking is

Act w
AClL W

Aards » rAC f ryac - :
vards the cost of coast protection work carried o©

1 am, Sir,

CATILOW,

Asssistant Secretary
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fnse Cole : Areenweld Fseilefle Kol
Sonerviliec fodge ¢
\ Sendgeote Coplancde
7ih Decentber 1970 Folkbesione 38094 )

Dear Councillor liarnidin,

EARTH ROJERERT, SANRGATE

The Comnditee have csked me to write to yow on bebuedf. of the ouners of
effected properties 4in Sandgate lefore pou cre asked to consider, on tedne
next, flidnute No.87 of ihe Fincnce & Eotallishment Committec of ihe 232d
lovenber 1970,

The (wners have dndicated thot they wish the Sandgate Society io act foz
then end the Society has wede it clear that they were prepared to do 40 and
voulc oltain a proper mondeie., The Council hos however preferred io write
direct Zo ithe owners, lo diescuasion of ithe Coast Proiection echeme has ever
token place between Councillors and owners or their representoiives. The Sociedy
feels thal dn a netier of such dnportonce io fifty of their acteepeyers in which
the Council thensclves were mcling it dnposoille for those rate-poyers o sell
their houses it should have leen poesible [or cuners or their representatives
o acet Councillors on the sdte and put the owners' cose. The Socdety is otild
prepared io hold ouch a meeting which ihey feced might co a dong wey Zowcrds
reizovding ihe very epporeni midsunderetondings wlhich ot present prevaile

Jf however the Council ere noi diepssed to hold general discussions on
vhethea contrdluiions should or should not be asked lor, the Sociely sugiesis
they hold discussione deoling particulorly vith the form of ithe ajrecment to
contribuice The Comndtiee feel thot if presenied with o more prociical fown off
agreencint 4t 4o possilde ounere might chenge thedr ndnds and respond favouraliy

Jecontinuedeesese
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THE VICARAGE, SANDGATE, :
May 17th, 1893.

To the Members of the General Commuttee of the
Sandgate Relief Fund.

LApIES AND GENTLEMEN,

As a very important question in which I am keenly interested will arise at our Meeting
on Friday, the 1gth, I wish to put you in possession of certain facts bearing thereupon, which
may help to guide you in forming a judgment.

The Relief Fund, which is now being administered, was raised for the purpose ofrb‘glﬂg%g

the

those who have suffered through the Landslip of the 4th March, and we may consider
whole amount collected as about £8,500. Of that sum, some £3,000 may be regarded
as already voted, leaving £ 5,500 at the disposal of the Committee. A large part of the
money already dealt with by the Executive, has been assigned to owners of damaged
property conditionally upon their houses being put into habitable repair. But this property
cannot be considered safe until the area injured by the slip has been drained in a special
manner. No struggling lodging-house keeper can honestly say to a visitor that there is
absolutely no danger ; no poor owner of one or two houses can expect to let his property—until
this drainage is done, and several people have not -yet touched their damaged property
because of this fact.

Consequently it is still true (to quote from the letter for the issue of which I was
responsible, and which produced the principal part of the fund) that ¢“many are left home-
less, and without any means of support.”

The question now arises as to how the money required for the drainage is to Le
procured, and it is on the propriety of part of the present surplus of the Relief Fund being’
used for this purpose that your advice is sought. The estimate of Mr. Baldwin Latham,
who has been employed to prepare a scheme of drainage, is that {1,750 will be needcd.
My contention is that, in order to safeguard the houses now under repair, or about to be
repaired, it is the duty of the Relief Committee to expend some part of the Fund at their
disposal in carrying out this scheme of drainage, nor have I heard one objection of any
weight to this suggestion.

Some may regard this as a matter for a rate on the whole District. The result
would be that the people already impoverished by the slip, would be reduced to greater
misery, and I am also advised that it would be practically impossible to legally make such
a rate. Others might argue that this work ought tc be done by the land owners in the
district. .Some of these could not now afford it, some would decline to assist, some are,
I bzlieve, prepared to contribute — but none could be compelled to bear any part therein. I
might argue the injustice of a rate in this matter as simply the laying of another burden
upon those already seriously suffering.

It must be borne in mind that the inhabitants of the whole town, and not merely those
living in the affected area are sufferers, and no one knows so well perhaps as I do how
heavily some of our tradesmen for instance are just now burdened. Yet there are people
who would suggest that when this overwhelming calamity deprives them of their trade they
should be further weighted with this rate. I hold it to be the fairest, the most wholesome,
and the most beneficial way in which we now can use £1,750 of the Relief Fund, to devote
it to this drainage scheme. By doing this we shall relieve the whole of Sandgate, and we
shall restore public confidence as we can in no other way. I am confident that any man
who knows the circumstances would strongly support this view. My great desire is to
have the Committee absolutely agreed upon this' subject, and I, therefore, have drafted
this explanatory letter. 3

As Vicar of the Parish, and as one who, therefore, in the eyes of the public, will be
regarded as a person largely responsible for the fitting expenditure of the money collected
in all parts of the world, I hold this schemz to be that best calculated to relieve our dear
little town from a burden so sore that it ought to awaken the sympathy of every feeling
soul. Trusting we may arrive at a decision worthy and unanimous,

I am,
Yours faithfully,
H. RUSSELL WAKEFIELD.
Vicar of Sandgate,
Chairman of the Sandgate Local Board,
and Foint Tyeasurer of the Sandgate Relief Fund.




THE Civic CENTRE,

YOUR REF.: FOLKESTONE.

MY REF.: TC/C/319/1/4

20th October, 1970
N. C. SCRAGG, LL.M.

SOLICITOR

" TOWN CLERK
CLERK OF THE‘ PEACE

TELEPHONE: 55221
(STD 0303)

Dear Sir/Mazdan

Earth Movement at Sandgate -
" Coast Protection Act, 1949

1. Following the last meeting between property owners in the Encombe area
and representatives of the Council in April 1969 and protracted dis aissions
with Government Departments including an investigation conducted by an
Engineering Inspector of the Minister of Housing and Local Gevernment, I have
been informed by the latter Ministry that drainage works, as advised by the
Council'®s Consultants, is work of a type which, in principle, could be
carried out under the Coast Protection Act, 1949.

2. When the Act was first passed, works schemes normally included provisions
for the levying of coast protection charges on owners of properties benefitted
by the works. ~Since August 1962, coast protection charges can no longer be
levied, but there is power in the Act for coast protection authorities to
obtain contributions from owners by agreement, and the Minister has advised
that contributions should be sought where appropriate (e.g. when works would
protect substantial properties, such as hotels, holiday camps, etc.).

S The Council are of opinion that drainage works as recommended by their
Engineering Consultants would substantially benefit properties in the Encombe
area and that if any works are carried out, owners of properties benefitted
should contribute to the cost. The Ministry consider that it is reasonable
that property owners should be asked to contribute if the Council undertake
the works.

4, The Council have accordingly decided that action should be taken under
the Coast Protection Act, 1949, provided owners of properties benefitted
contribute to the cost of the scheme. The Council consider that the total
of such contributions from individual owners should be 10% of the total cost

'l Ao s ] bt o ®
a VU RMAIOU L LUl LD

The person dealing with this matter soxrwyxbeblt is the ‘Town-Clerk . . b

All correspondence to be addressed to the Town Clerk
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fees. This is an essential condition for action to be taken by the Council
who consider that the owners should, themselves, decide how much each owner
should pay and should consult together to this end.

Sic The estimated cost of the works is not yet known. The Council?®s
consultants have referred (inter alia) to two drainage schemes in their

report of 15th January 1969, one costing about £10,000 to £15,000 and the

other (which they favour) costing £35,000. These amounts are preliminary
estimates which were given nearly two years ago and are subject to revision.

They do not include expenses already incurred by the Council or consultants?® fees
whid would, as mentioned above, both be taken into account in calculating

the total of contributions expected by the Council.

6. The Ministry of Housing and Local Government have indicated that they

will consider an application for grant of approximately 40-45% on the balance

of the estimated cost remaining after contributions have been made by private
Intercsts, It is also likely that the County Council will contribute, although
to what extent is not yet known.

7o This letter is being addressed to
(i) the ratepayers of those properties where
(a) reductions in the rating assessments have been secured
on the grounds of earth movement, or in respect of which
appeals for such reductions have been made on those grounds
and which have not yet been determined;

(b) they are structurally joined with such properties, or
Y

(c) the owners have alfeady agreed to make contributions

(ii) the owners of those building sites in the area that are available
for development

since these would seem to be the properties which would benefit from stabilisa-
tion of ‘theiarea.

8. I shall be obliged if you will kindly let me know if you are prepared
to contribute to the expenses of the proposed works on the basis outlined
above. It will obviously be necessary for you to consult other owners in
the area and it would assist matters if representatives of the Council could
discuss the matter with the solicitors, surveyors or other representatives
of the owners.

I look forward to hearing from you in due course.

9% If you happen not to be the owner of your dwelling, will you please




pass this letter to the owner or his agent.

Yours Faithfully:

-

,’J
/’//’b/\/‘i'"r\— BT ’\

Town Clerk. 2

e




November 19th, 1970

Kerr,

in?receipt of your letter of November 12th. The situation, as
follows:
'

In the first place, 't - able doubt
Council had any power:s 3 4 medi cti to minimis
Sandgate and 45"7"t o 13
action could be
Town Clerk app
River Authorlty¢
Ministry of Agricultu
the creation of an In
was likely to be com

There was considerable doubt as
Protection ‘A
accepted.
Protection nut?orltles tnat azte“ the date of that circul: ugust 20th,
works schemes for the purpose of recovering c ecti arges should
made. Paragraph 5 of the 01¢cular, however, remi | t ities of the
in the Act enabling a Coast Protection Authority to ente
any other person for the carrying out by that person or
as to payment or otherwise as might be specified in the
protection work which the authority have power to carry

The paragray 5 = t Minist at ontribution s: uld

~be sought whe X e t
your Society is aiming that these examples are exclusive of any other cases In
the letter of dpril 23rd, 1970, he Ministry of E sing and Loca Government
to the Town Clerk, atfe“tlon is W the contents agrapl f the
circular. In a subsequent letuer dated September 43?@, 197 the Ministry
that the question whether such contribution should be sought is entirely a matte
for the Council, although the Ministry do state that, on the basis of the
information given to them by the Council, it would seem reasonable that property
owners should be asked to contribute. Your Society may disagree with the view of
the Council, but it is the Council who have the power to determine whether or hot
they will seek a contribution and they take the view that it is reasonable that

they should, giving consideration to the fact that 90% of the cost will be paid

(2) by the taxpayer through Government grant,

(b) by the ratepayers in the whole of Kent through the County grant, and

o/

(¢) by the ratepayers in the whole of the Borough as to the remainder of
the cost of the works.

In all the circumstances, I am bou"f to say that I agree with the view
the Borough Council. I think it must in mind, notever uny a]<++u!e this
may be, that the works are i to bencfi
Borough includipv a urlva'
on the estate
which the houcou g oai*h,
before purchase, and that




I appreciate that certain owners may have suffered damage and feel entitled
to compensation, but as the drain was on private property, there is little doubt
that a claim for compensation could uOt be brought against the local authority.
The Valuation Department of the Inland Revenue have acknowledged the loss of value
in some instances by agreeing to a reduction in the rateable value.

I was, of course, aware of your meeting with Mr. Salt on September 18 b

think you must appreciate, however, that in connection with this matter it was

right for the uounc;¢ to communicate directly with the owners, who would then be
in a position to make up their own minds whether or not they wished the Society
or other adviser t ‘ > them. I think that this is perfectly understandable,
having regard to t t paragraph of your 'Concise History of Earth Movement at
Sandgate'", in which it is stated that "there is no justification whatsoever for
demanding contributions from owners as the present movement is due solely to
inadequate sea defences and the 'ocal authority's neglect of their own drain. I
understand that this view was made perfectly clear to Mr. Salt when you and lir.Todd
saw him.

You will remember that in a letter of October 20th from the Council, an
indication was given that it would be necessary for owners to consult with one
another and that it would assist matters if representatives of the Council could
discuss the matter with the solicitors, surveyors or other representative of the
,OWners. In my view, it is entirely a matter for the owners to decide whom they
will select as their adviser or representative, if, in fact, they wish to do this.

With regard to the question of the costs of beach-feeding and the possibility
of the Council taking over the whole of the Latham drain, I think you must appreciate
that in this respect they have to be advised by their Consultants. At the moment,
“they are dealing with the situation in the Encombe area and not with the land to the
west where I have never heard it uur;,;ved that works are necessarye. T ethinlk et
you had enquired of the local authority, you would have been informed that it is a
usual condition imposed by the I: atrj on making a grant under the Coast Protection
Act, that the Council shall give an undertaking to the Ministry to maintain the
coast protection works in respect of which the grant is made.

Frankly, if you intended to enlist my further assistance, I think it is
regrettable that you did not feel able to consult me in regard to the wording of
your guestionnairee. On the subject of the additional question suggested by me,
referred to in paragraph 1 on page 2 of your letter, if you are referring to the
fact that I have not kept the owners advised of the progress of negotiationms, I
think you must appreciate that I am constantly in consultation with all the local
authorities in the Constituency in relation to their approaches to the various
Ministries, and it would be impracticable to advise constituents of the action I
am taking every time I approach a Minister. If, on the oth@r hand, the suggestion
is that the local authority has not kept the owners advised, I am advised by the
Town Clerk that lnformat¢o

has been given since the first wﬂetinw with the owners
in July 1968.% Vou will, i i

every owner advised by letter of the progress of this matter, out I uncerstand that
your Society and your SO“~9tJ s Honorary Solicitor have been constantly kept in the
picture by the Town Clerk. Quite apart from this, any owner could have written to
the Council and I am sure would have received any necessary information.
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While some owners may take the view that the request to pay 10% of the cost

of the drainage system is unjust, I am bound to say that I have had representations
from other ratepayers and members of the Council who consider it even more unjust
that 90% of th st should be borne by other ratepayers and taxpayers. Another
point, which T i ] you should not lose sight of, is that if the River Authority
and the Minist f Agriculture had agreed to a drainage scheme as was suggested
by the Town ( or the creation of an ternal Drainage District as was
sub*ested jD ir Society's 3011P’T0f, 1t codlu well have been that the owners in
the Enc - would have equired vay a far greater proporiion of the

cost of the scheme than one- teﬂ

With regard to paragraph numbered 2, of course I appreciate that a number of
the houses were built before the National House-Builders Registration Council came
into being and, for this reason, I enquired whether, if they did not have the
guarantee of a house builder, they had taken out insurance policies which would
cover the contingency. Obviously, after the land movement began in October 1966,
insurance companies would not be prepared to give cover. With reference to the
owners who had purchased older property, perhaps it might have been expedient if I
had added a further guestion asking whether their surveyor indicated at the time of
purchase that there was any risk of land slips. The Society must understand that
in contracts for the purchase of landed property, the principle of caveat emptor
applies, i.e. the buyer must take his enquiries of the seller to ascertain whether
there are any defects in the property. The seller is under no obligation to
disclose any such defects, or any report he may have on the subject.

With reference to paragraph numbered 3, it is my considered opinion that this
remedial work should be put in hand with the minimum of delay, and I feel that some

Sepmeanes Ao O YA ey 4 Lol O O e 1 R T Vs o
owners do not appreciate this. lausing 1ato consideration the difx xuu_l_u‘y O Seliling

pre

the houses, had I been an owner I wo"]d have taken the view that the contribution I
was being asked to pay towards the drainage scheme was a premium to make my house
marketable againe. With regard to your statement that 51 owners have approached
you to ask me to obtain justice for them, I was advised that their legal case was
not strong, and in my opinion the best chance of getting financial help would be
through equity, and I thought that by obtaining a 90% grant an equitable solution
had, in fact, been found.

As far as the proposal to seek a Public Inguiry is concerned, I have no
objection to approaching the Minister on this matter, but I am bound to point out
to you that this could well take one or even two years, a delay which could have
tragic consequences,and the publicity derived therefrom would, in the long term,
have a detrimental effect upon the selling price of the houses involved. Added to
this, further expense would be incurred which I would have thought better spent in
remedying the faults.

Another point which must be considered is whether you are prepared to accept
the risk of the ‘nouazy being unlavouruble to your members,and the possibility of
the contribution of I being inc i se ce I think you should
appreciate that the cost of such a Public Inquiry into all local authority actions
since the drain was laid in 1893, might take a considerable time and would involve
the Council and its officers in a great volume of work and heavy expenditure on all
the ratepayers in the town. While I think it would be unusual, taking into
consideration all the circumstances, that the Minister wouid agree to hold an
Inquiry, I should be interested to know whether your Society would be willing to

pay the cost of it in the event of the h lding of the Inquiry being considered un=-
Justified.
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sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara A. Kerr,
Honorary Secretary,
The Sandgate Society,
Somerville Lodge,
Sandgate Esplanade,
Folkestone, Kente.




THE Civic CENTRE,

YOUR REF.; FOLKESTONE.
wy rer.: TC/C/319/1/4

17th November, 1970

. C. SCRAGG, LL.M.

SOLICITOR

TOWN CLERK
CLERK OF THE PEACE

TELEPHONE: 55221
(STD 0303)

Dear Sir,

Earth Movement at Sandgate

Thank you for your letter of 13th November.

The ultimateé cost of any scheme will, of course, not be known
until its completion. The only information the Council have at the
moment, is the estimate given by Messrs. Halcrows in their report of
January 1969, which is referred to in my letter to you of 20th October.
What the Council are asking the owners affected, is whether, in
principle, they would be willing to share together in a contribution of
10% of the cost of a drainage scheme. If there is agreement among the
owners, the Council feel that consultations could take place between them
to agree on a basis of contribution prior to further discussions with the
Council, I am sure that this cannot be regarded as signing a blank
cheque in favour of the Council. No one would expect you to do this.

With regard to the third paragraph of your letter, you will
appreciate that the Council are asking the owners to make voluntary
contributions. The basis on which they have approached the matter is,
that those persons who will be substantially benefitted by the proposed
works, should be asked to contribute and these are the persons who feel
that their property has been injuriously affected by the land slips and
thereby obtained reductions in their assessments.

With reference to the last paragraph of your letter, you will
appreciate that planning permission for the development of Encombe was
granted before the serious earth movements towards the end of 1966.

As far as the Council were aware, although there had been minor earth
movements, there had been nothing as serious as the 1966 slip. since the

The person dealing with this mattersooxmxsbelatf is......
All correspondence to be addressed to the Town Clerk




original slip in 1893, However, the then Borough Engineer did inspect
the report of Messrs. Halcrows to Dr. Leader of 1960 before planning
permission for the erection of the houses on the Estate was granted.

It must also be appreciated that it is the responsibility of the developer to ¢
ensure that adequate precautions are taken to safeguard the stability of the
building by provision of adequate foundations.

Yours faithfully,

/Z e =

e

Town Clerk,

L.D. Syer, Esq.,
148 Sandgate High Street,
Folkestone.




Copy to M.
Copy to 2,
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e Scragg

Earth lovement, Sandgate

ith reference to llr. Todd's conversation with your . Salt on
Monday laest during which Mr. Todd said Je felt personally that if
discusodions between householders and the Council were to take place,
At would be more satisfactory for such discussions to be between one
or two representatives of the householders and a small number of Council

Representatives, rather than by mose meeting of all the householders

; : w : : 2 iy
concerned, This suggesition kasyiger discussed in detail at the Society's

Commitiee leeting held on Tuesday evening last and I have been asked io

Anform you that this idea was approved in principle.

Jf the idea 4is approved by the Council and by the Householders concerned,
the Society will undertake to arrange the appodntment and brdeling of
representatives by the householders. It is of course the dntention that
these representatives should have aunthority only to diecuss matterns and then
report back to those whom they represent., The Society wiohe
underotood that this letter does not in any way commit any or all of
householdernse.

Ao 4dn the paost, the Council have used the name "Encombe Estate" to cover
all the houwses within the green line on your warning letter map, the Society

would appreciate a precise dndication of which householders tf ey are 1o

represent,
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12th September, 1970:

Deaxy Householder,
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