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Notes from a meeting of the Calstock Parish Council Waterfront Committee with representatives from
the Tamara Landscape Partnership,

held on Tuesday 15 October 2024, in the Tamar Valley Centre at 1600.

Those present were: -

COUNCILLORS: Clir Phil Spurr, Cllr Alastair Tinto, ClIr Jim Wakem.

COMMUNITY MEMBERS: Kevin Castle, Will Davies, lan Richards

TAMARA LANDSCAPE: Julian Brown, Will Darwall

Miss Clare Bullimore (Clerk — minutes).

Jim explained that the purpose of the meeting is to find out about the progress and viability of the ferry
service and allay any concerns regarding health and safety.

Julian acknowledged that the project is behind schedule but there have been many additional things to sort
out in the setting up of the service.

He and Will addressed the following issues:

Viability
This will not be known until the end of next year —the purpose of this phase is to find out if the service is
viable.

Health and Safety

The ferry needs to be licenced and coded and will not be operated until it is. It is a pioneering project and
some technology and associated licences are still in the development stage e.g. use of solar power.

The ferry is 12KW which is more than adequate to do the job. The skipper will be fully experienced and

qualified.
Being coded will mean it has been tested to ensure it cannot overturn, has safety equipment and can’t catch
fire.

Operation
It is expected that the ferry will operate 7 days a week around high tide and the ferry service will operate for

four hours a day. There will also be scope for a ferry trip when the ferry is unable to operate.
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In order to start operating an appropriate landing stage needs to be secured at Cotehele and on the Devon

side — this is still under investigation.

Options are still being explored as to getting an electricity supply to the pontoon and whilst solar panels are

the preferred option from a sustainability angle, there is likely to be opposition due to the visual impact.

Other options may be to see if the village hall could have solar panels on their roof or run an underground

cable.

Pre application advice has been sought and a formal application will be made for the use of the pontoon for

the solar panels and for the refurbishment of the stores on the Quay to include solar panels.

Community members and councillors raised concerns about:

Visual impact

Liability on the pontoon

Liability of passengers in transit from the ferry onto the pontoon
Passengers waiting on the pontoon

Security of the vessel itself being moored on the pontoon and
Security of the solar panels themselves

It was felt the pontoon would require a barrier and handrails to minimise the risk of people congregating on
the pontoon between trips and embarkation/disembarkation.

The use of Parish Quay was discussed — whilst this would be a better option for the infrastructure it does not
offer good berthing. The Clerk confirmed a mooring is available on this site and can be reserved for the ferry’s

use if this is required.

The Councillors reiterated their support for the project but felt it
would be remiss of them not to bring up their concerns. They encouraged more research into the use of Parish

Quay rather than the pontoon given the concerns and potential liabilities. Alastair asked that they come back
to the committee with their more detailed plans before submitting a planning application.
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