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PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  
ORDINARY BOARD MEETING  

 22 nd  JANUARY 2020  
AGENDA ï OPEN PUBLIC SESSION  

 

Item 

Number  
Item  Action Required  

1.  OPENING OF THE MEETING  

1.1  Welcome, Apologies & Declarations  
As required by Board 
members  

2.  MINUTES  

2.1  
Minutes of the Ordinary Meeting held 

on the 17 th  December 2019  
For Board approval  

3.  MATTERS ARISING  

3.1  
Matters arising from previous 
meetings  

Clerk to provide 
necessary updates  

3.2  
Ratification of e -mail vote regarding 

rose bush request  

Members to confirm 
votes & discussion to be 

had regarding policy  

3.3  

Ratification of e -mail votes regarding 

upgrading 5 street lights on Beach 
Road  

Members to confirm 

votes  

4.  MOTIONS ï None  

5.  FINANCE  

5.1  Invoices for payment in January 2020  For Board  approval  

6.  PROJECTS  

6.1  Mariners Shelter  For noting  

6.2  Manxonia House  For noting       
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6.3  Remembrance Garden  For noting  

6.4  Skate Park  For noting   

6.5  Public Conveniences  For noting  

6.6  Highways  For noting  

6.7  Happy Valley  For noting   

6.8  Boat Park  For noting  

6.9  Jetty Repair  For noting   

6.10  Bay Queen Exhibition  For noting  

6.11  
Monaôs Queen III Exhibition ï Verbal 
update from the Chair  

For noting  

6.12  Christmas  For Board approval  

7 . PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE  & COMMUNICATIONS   

7.1   Request for Street Trading Licence  For Board discussion  

7.2  Thank you letter MAWCH  For noting  

7.3  Easter Festival of Running  For Board discussion  

8 . PUBLIC CONSULTATIONS -  None  
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9 . PLANNING MATTERS  

9.1  Planning Applications  For Board discussion  

9.2  Planning Approvals  For noting  

9.3  Planning Amendments  For Board discussion  

10 . POLICY & RESOURCES  

10 .1 
Draft Complaint Procedure  

For Board approval  

10.2  
Review of Standing Orders  

For Board approval  

10.3  
20 20  Meeting Dates  

For noting  

1 1 . INVITATIONS  

11 .1  
Invitation to the AGM of Rushen 

Ambulance  on 3 rd  February 2020  
For Board discussion  

11.2  

Invitation to Malew Commissioners 

Civic Service on Sunday 1 st  March 
2020  

For Board discussion  

12 . 
ANY OTHER BUSINESS OF AN URGENT NATURE  

(BY PERMISSION OF THE CHAIR)  
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Item 3.1  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIO NERS   

MATTERS ARISING & PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE REPORT  

Matters Arising  
 
Street Signs by Rushen Heritage Trust ï The signs have been ordered and 

PR is being arranged in conjunction with the RHT.  

 
Derelict Buildings  ï The results of the inspection carried out by Environmental 
Health are awaited.  

 
Commissioners Information leaflet  ï The leaflet will be tabled for Board 

members to take away and report comments back to the Clerk.  
 
Community Recognition Award ï The office has begun advertising the scheme 

for submissions. The deadline is the 31 st  January 2020.  
 

Electoral Legislation Consultation ï The response was submitted.  
 
Perwick Bay/Road ï The earliest map located to date was 1887 and states 

Perwick Road.  Permission is sought from the Board to replace the road signs 
named óPerwick Bayô for óRoadô.  

 
Public Correspondence  
 

Southern 100 ï A response of no objections and good wishes was issued 

to the club.  
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Item 3.2  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIO NERS   

RATIFICATION OF EMAIL VOTES  

Suspension of Standing Orders  
For; MH, LVW, NME, BW & AM  
AG abstained due to not being involved in discussions.  

 
Rose bush request  

For; MH, LVW, NME, BW & AM  
AG abstained due to not being involved in discussions.  
 
 
From: Hayley Fargher   
Sent: 24 December 2019 08:36 
To: Michelle Haywood, Norman McGregor, Bernie McCabe,  Alexander Merchant, Laurence 
Vaughan-Williams, Alan Grace  
Subject: Remembrance Garden request for a rose bush 

  

Good Morning All   

 

Further to our meeting last week, some new information has come to light as follows;  

1.  The three existing memorial bushes were planted after permission being 

granted by the previous Clerk.  Although this did not receive Board approval, 

permission was obtained.  

2. The person the bush is for it has now been confirmed did serve on the lifeboat 

(initially we were told this was not the case by the lifeboat, however they have 

now stated otherwise), this changes the situation, as he would now be entitled 

for the garden.  

3. Bernadette has spoken to the family and advised that no services etc are to be 

held, the only service in the garden is held on the 11/11.  They have agreed to 

this.  

4. The family have been advised that the remaining rose bushes planted without 

permission may need to be moved to the millennium garden.   

I would like to reque st from you that you first issue your vote to suspend Standing 

Orders in order to deal with this, and then issue a vote in favour or against the 

planting of the rose bush tomorrow by the family.   

 

I look forward to hearing from you all.  

 

Many thank for you r time and Merry Christmas to you and your families  

Regards 

Hayley  
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Item 3.3  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIO NERS   

RATIFICATION OF EMAIL VOTES  

For; MH, LVW, NME, BW & AM  
AG abstained due to lack of information  
 

From: Hayley Fargher <h.fargher@portstmary.gov.im> 
Sent: 09 January 2020 10:11 
To:  Michelle Haywood, Norman McGregor, Bernie McCabe,  Alexander Merchant, Laurence 
Vaughan-Williams, Alan Grace 
Subject: FW: Beach Road - Proposed upgrade for 5 fittings 

  

Dear All  
 
Please see the below e-mail from Manx Utilities.  I would recommend we go ahead with this 
as £2,030 to upgrade 5 light fittings is an excellent cost.   
 
Manx Utilities would like to start the work next week, so if you could please provide your 
approval by e-mail I would be most grateful.   
 
As a comparison, there was going to be an e-mail on the next Agenda with a price of £640 
for just one of these fittings.  
 
If you require any further information, please let me know.  
 
Regards 
 

Hayley  Fargher  
Clerk 
Port St Mary Commissioners 
Town Hall 
The Promenade 
Port St Mary 
Isle of Man 
IM9 5DA 
  
h.fargher@portstmary.gov.im  
01624 832101 
07624 221776 

 
From:   
Sent: 08 January 2020 10:56 
To: Hayley Fargher <h.fargher@portstmary.gov.im> 
Public Lighting <PublicLighting@manxutilities.im> 
Subject: Beach Road - Proposed upgrade for 5 fittings 
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Hi Hayley 
  
Hope you are well and all the best for the new year. 
  
To capitalise on the current road closure along Beach Road, PSM Manx Utilities Overhead 
Lines team are about to start a scheme to replace the wooden poles and power lines. During 
the site survey it has been identified by the street lighting team that the existing five fittings 
on this network are in poor condition and this would be an excellent time to upgrade the 
fittings.  
  
Would PSM Commissioners like to take the opportunity  to upgrade these five SON type 
fittings to LED, which will improve the lighting levels of the road. The scheme has been 
designed to meet the BS lighting level standard for link roads, P3 (See attached). 
  
MU are willing to replace the arms, install the Fittings and labour FOC, thus reducing the 
cost of the fittings compared to doing them at a later date. The estimated cost as result to 
replace these five fittings would be £2030.85 +  VAT. 
  
If  you could let us know how you would like to proceed asap as the works are due to start 
next week on 17th January. Should you require any additional information please do not 
hesitate to contact me on 687752. 
  
Kind Regards 
  
Project Engineer 
Network  Power Systems 
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Item 5.1  
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Item 6.1 -6.13  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  
 

PROJECTS UPDATE  

 

6.1  
Mariners Shelter  

Repairs are ongoing by Estate Services.  

6.2  
Manxonia House  
No update available.     

6.3  

Remembrance Garden  

Lighting options for the new sentinels are currently being 
explored .  

 

6.4  
Skate Park  
The meeting with the contractor did not go ahead.  

6.5  
Public Conveniences  
Planning permission for the external door has been submitted.  

An options paper for Gellings Avenue is being prepared.  

6.6  
Highways  

A proposal for Gansey Parking is awaited and has been chased.  

6.7  
Happy Valley  
Tender documents are currently being prepared for issue by 

the contractor.  

6.8  
Boat Park  

Ongoing.  

6.10  

Jetty Repair  
 A response from the Department is still awaited and has 

been chased.  
 

6.11  
Bay Queen Exhibition  

Discussions are ongoing with Rushen Heritage Trust.    

6.12  Monaôs Queen III Exhibition ï Chair to provide an update.  
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6.13  

Christmas  

Santaôs sleigh ï Last year the Board approved a £100 
donation to the charity of choice for the sleigh providers as a 

thank you, the Board are requested to approve the same 
again.  
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Item 7.1  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  

STREET TRADING LICENCE REQUEST  

Business Details 

I am Lee Michael Kelly, 35 years old and, since leaving college I have primarily 

worked in retail and customer facing roles. I have been a vegetarian for 10 

years; this is important because I am running a coffee trailer (V Coffee) serving 

vegan and vegetarian sandwiches, wraps, soup and snacks. Over recent years 

there has been a boom in people turning to a vegan diet and lifestyle for various 

personal reasons and all statistics point to continued growth in the future. 

Vegan and vegetarian food doesnôt need to be complicated or exotic, ethical and 

fresh fare is all we need, this is why I plan to keep my menu simple while using 

local produce. By using as much Manx made produce as I possibly can, I am 

staying true to my roots and am using quality goods that will only help to 

enhance the taste of my own produce. 

There are several catering trailers operating on the island, predominantly over 

the TT and Grand Prix fortnights, yet they are all serving meat-based food. At 

the moment there is no other company operating a vegan and vegetarian trailer, 

vegan options may be available elsewhere but V Coffee is exclusively meat 

free. This is an important part of my Unique Selling Point (USP) along with 

serving simple products with uncomplicated ingredients that are recognised by 

all. This will be my main pushing point in every marketing avenue I take along 

with my working alongside Manx suppliers. 

I have noticed competitors serve small portions and seem to, what I believe, 

overcharge on the price. I plan to serve food at a reasonable and set price no 

matter the event or location, I want to build trust and an honest reputation as a 

business that is truly customer focused. 

About V Coffee Trailer 

V Coffee Trailer is a compact unit at just 8ft x 6ft, weighing under 500kg. With 

a clean fresh look, V Coffee stands out and can enhance the aesthetics of any 

surrounding area. The trailer is powered by either mains electricity or a low 

decibel petrol generator, I have specifically chosen a quiet generator the 

eliminate and noise disturbance. 

All food is cooked and prepared off site so there is no food waste/pollution or 

bad smells wherever I pitch up. 
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All consumables used are eco friendly and compostable and single use plastic is 

never used. Any waste from customers can be disposed of in the bins I provide 

or returned to me for recycling should they wish. 

At the end of the day there is zero footprint left by V Coffee Trailer. 

What I Can Offer Local Area 

V Coffee Trailer can fit in and serve anywhere, bringing a new look to any area. 

This can create a bit of talk between people and I hope as my reputation grows, 

wherever I go this will create buzz for me and the surrounding area. 

I will promote the local area through my social media accounts and any local 

business/suppliers I collaborate with. 

I see no one as competition and believe the more business that thrive the more 

the community will thrive. 

Regulatory Requirements 

As required by law I am Level 2 ï Food Hygiene & Safety certified 

V Coffee holds public liability insurance and is soon to be registered with the 

Department of Environment, Food and Agriculture (DEFA). 
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Item 7 .2  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  

PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE  
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Item 7.3  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  

PUBLIC CORRESPONDENCE  
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Items 9.1 ï 9.3  

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  

PLANNING  

Item 9.1  Planning Applications  

19/01452/B 2 Victoria Road, Port St Mary. Replacement of existing front door 

with composite door and uPVC surround.  

19/01450/B Hilbre, Station Road, Port St Mary. Replacement of existing shed 

with flat  roof garage.  

19/01411/B 2 The Lhargan, Port St Mary. Installation of a heat pump to replace 

boiler.  

19/01357/B 12 Lime Street, Port St Mary. Alterations, erection of a two storey 

extensions, erection of replacement workshop.  

20/00011/B Dublin House, The P romenade, Port St Mary. Alterations, erection of 

single storey extension, three storey extension and car port to rear and 

installation of replacement windows  

 

 

Item 9.2  Planning Approvals  

19/00267/B Creggan Beg, 6 Primrose Terrace, Port St Mary. Erection of a rear 

extension has been approved.  

 

Item 9.3  Planning Amendments  

19/01192/B Site adjacent Golf Club Store, Port St Mary Golf Course, Kallow 

Point Road, Port St Mary . Applicant ï Port St Mary Commissioners. In the 

revision notes, an annotation has been  added to show that the new structure 

would have the same internal finished floor level as that of the existing golf club 

store building, and that the golf club store building would be demolished.  

19/01117/GB and 19/01118/CON -  Port St. Mary Railway Statio n 
 

From: Corlett, Sarah  
Sent: 14 January 2020 12:12 
Subject: FW: 19/01117/GB and 19/01118/CON - Port St. Mary Railway Station 

  

Please find below correspondence from the applicant which will be put online in due 
course and the application will have its description changed accordingly. It  will not 
be re-advertised as the scheme is being reduced and all parties who have expressed 
comments will be notified.  
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If  you have any further  comments please ensure they reach me prior to 
27th January, 2019. 
Miss Sarah Corlett, Principal Planner  
  
From:  Dave Lewis Sent:  14 January 2020 09:00 
To:  Corlett, Sarah 

Subject:  Re: 19/01117/GB and 19/01118/CON - Port St. Mary Railway Station 
  

Good morning Sarah,  
Thank you  for your e-mail below and your time on the telephone yesterday.  
  
As discussed, please kindly remove the Goods Shed from any consideration under the above 
applications and take the matter forward to committee in respect of the Railway Station and 
all external landscaping/parking within the application.  
  
We will give the Goods Shed further consideration over the coming months and ultimately 
provide a new separate application, possibly for an alternative use, with greater 
construction detail.  
  
If you require anything further then please let me know.  
  
In the meantime, I am meeting with the proposed operator of the Toy and Transport 
Museum this afternoon so it would be great if I could give him an indication of when the 
application is likely to be heard by committee?  
  
Many thanks 
 
David   Lewis, Managing Director Haven  
  
From: Corlett, Sarah  
Sent: 05 December 2019 14:34 
To:   
Subject: 19/01117/GB and 19/01118/CON - Port St. Mary Railway Station 

  

Dear sirs/mesdames, 
  
I  refer to the above applications which I  was hoping to take to the next Planning Committee 
meeting which is on 16th December. However, I  think there are some matters relating to the 
goods shed which require some further  clarification before the members should consider the 
application. If  these are resolved, it may be possible to refer the applications to the next 
meeting after that which will be on 6th January, 2020. I  have also written  to Manx National 
Heritage to seek their views as the Planning Committee will be particularly interested in that 
in the absence of a Registered Buildings Officer. I  will, of course notify you if and when we 
receive any response. 
  
Whilst the previous application, 16/00535/B for the conversion of both the railway station 
and the goods shed was approved on appeal, neither is now capable of being implemented 
as the buildings are now Registered and RB consent is required before works can 
commence. That previous application is a material consideration but there has been a 
fundamental change since that application was considered inasmuch as the buildings are 
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now Registered whereas previously they were merely recommended as being worthy of 
consideration for such. The Registered status brings with it a number of policies which were 
not previously applicable, notably EP33 and RB/4. Whilst you have referred to these policies, 
I  canôt see any specific response to the suggestion in RB/4 as to what has been considered 
as the optimum viable use for the goods shed or indeed any other uses which have been 
considered and discounted and the reasons for that.  If  there is to be an argument about 
viability of this or the whole scheme then information needs to be provided to support that.  
There is neither any reference as to how the various uses will work together:  for example, it 
may be that those visiting the museum would have an interest in the railway, unlike the 
office workers who would have occupied the building if converted under the previous 
scheme and they could be interested in seeing how the goods shed originally operated and 
that this could be considered as part of the visitor experience for those visiting the railway 
station. 
  
I  am concerned that there is no information included about the redundancy of the goods 
shed. As you will know, since the previous application, IoMSR submitted an application for a 
new storage building in Santon (17/00503/B).  Whilst this application was withdrawn this 
demonstrated that there was a need for additional railway storage facilities. The applicant 
suggested there that visitors did not want to see goods sheds being used for railway 
purposes although there was no information to support this contention and indeed, if the 
railway station is now to be used as a model railway exhibition, it may well be that those 
visiting the building would be very interested in seeing how the goods shed was or indeed, 
is being used for railway purposes. The Strategic Plan clearly states, ñ7.27.1 The best use 
for a Registered Building is usually the use for which the building was designed. However, it 
is recognised that it is often necessary to look for a new use to secure the economic future 
of the building. It  is important  therefore that any new use is appropriate and that physical 
alterations are sensitive to its character.ò You need to demonstrate that the building cannot 
or should not be used for its original purpose. Iôm sure you will recall that this was one of 
the original reasons for refusal given by the Planning Committee when they refused the 
2016 application. 
  

Looking at the physical changes to the building, now that the building is Registered, its 
interior is as important  as its exterior and, as is noted by two of the respondents, it is not 
clear how the existing track will be covered nor how the mezzanine could be introduced 
without  affecting the structure of the building. There is also no information on how the use 
will affect the interior from a RB point of view. It  canôt really be argued that the conversion 
will provide level flooring and an additional level of accommodation which will fundamentally 
change the inside of the building. There needs to be justification for this. The external works 
will alter the appearance of the building and I wondered, if all of the above issues are 
resolved or are considered acceptable, that rather than replacing the existing doors with 
windows as is proposed, whether internally the doors could be blocked up but externally 
they are retained. If  light is required then there could be lights inserted in the top part of 
the door perhaps. 
  

The respondents also suggest that parking between the buildings will sever the visual 
connection between the two which would be contrary to the RB status. 
  

I  look forward to your responses on the above points. 
  
Sarah 
  
Miss Sarah Corlett, Principal Planner  
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Item 10.1  
 

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  
 

DRAFT COMPLAINTS PROCEDURE  
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Item 10 .2  
 

PORT ST MARY COMMISSIONERS  
 

REVIEW OF STANDING ORDERS  
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