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New Faculty Appointments 
The Faculty is pleased to welcome two new board 
directors: 
 

Philip Antino BSc(Hons) MSc FFPWS MRICS 
of APA Property Services, Chelmsford, Essex 
Regional Representative for East Anglia 
 

Graham Shone MFPWS MRICS MCIOB FBEng 
of Freetec Associates Limited, Liverpool 
Regional Representative for the Northwest.  

New Format Newsletter 
This edition is the first of our new format 
newsletter renamed Party Wall Surveyor, which 
we hope you find thought provoking and 
enjoyable. As always, we welcome comment and 
fresh contributions; these can be useful snippets, 
pictures, cartoons, anecdotes, articles or papers 
you think may be informative and/or 
entertaining.     

Regional Forum Dates 

SOUTH WEST Tues. 30th Nov. 2010 
6.30pm The University & Literary Club, 

20 Berkeley Square, Clifton, Bristol, BS8 1HP. 

Pres. Charles Dawson will be attending. 

All welcome. Contact: Andrew McAllister 

0117 944 4419 info@mcallisterassociates.co.uk 
 

NORTH EAST Tues. 30th Nov. 2010 
Date and Venue to be confirmed. All Welcome. 

Contact: Neil Cunningham 0191 3891057 

ndcassociates@btconnect.com  
 

EAST ANGLIA & E. LONDON 
Wed. 8th Dec. 2010 

8am Breakfast Meeting 

Ivy Hill Hotel, Margaretting, Essex 

Andrew Rush, Partner at Birketts LLP will be 

giving a presentation on party wall case law. 

All welcome. Contact: Philip Antino 01245 492495 

phil@apaproperty.com 
 

LONDON (N) Thurs. 13th Jan. 2011 
6.30pm The Kings Head, 1 The Green, 

Winchmore Hill, London N21 1BB (See page 7) 

All welcome. Contact: Justin Burns 

020 8360 7615 surveying@peterbarry.co.uk 

Mediation Training 
Twelve Faculty Members will be attending a 4 day 

training course with UK Mediation in Derby during 

November with a view to ultimately achieving 

accredited status. 

PARTY WALL SURVEYOR 
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Editorial 

Don’t Flip-Flop!  
I often hear it said that some surveyors ‘flip-flop’, ‘change 

like the wind’ or ‘bat and bowl’ in their interpretations of 

the Act on a job-to-job basis, particularly over access and 

depending on whether they are acting for building owners 

or adjoining owners. Such behaviour is unlikely to earn them 

much respect and often backfires; what goes around comes 

around! 
 

Our approach should be consistent but, as the law stands ‘grey 

areas’ remain and it is important to be open minded. We should 

not be afraid of changing our mind on an issue when we 

genuinely feel persuaded by evidence and reason. Don’t be a 

mug and stick to your guns just because you have 

always held a particular view; do your own 

research, read relevant case law and texts and 

canvas opinion from other practitioners – your 

regional forum would be a good starting point. 

Change your mind by all means but don’t flip-flop! 
 

Delegation 
It is common with some practices, especially large ones, 

for a partner, director or other principal to be the named 

surveyor and for the day-to-day party wall work to be 

delegated to a member of staff. 
 

It’s been known for jobs to be passed around surveyors within a 

department and for the appointed surveyor to have little or no 

involvement between appointment and signing-off Awards. 

Rather alarmingly, in a dispute I dealt with recently, the 

appointed surveyor, with whom I had little direct 

communication, was even prepared to sign a declaration on the 

schedule of condition without ever having seen the subject 

property! 
 

Whilst in principle there is nothing wrong with delegating within 

a firm; sometimes it is necessary due to the size of the job, it is 

worth remembering that the appointment is of a person, not a 

firm or a team within a firm. Communication problems can give 

rise to accusations of not acting effectively and 

it would be perfectly reasonable for the other 

appointed surveyor in the dispute to insist on 

dealing with his counterpart directly; they are 

under no obligation to deal with staff acting as 

intermediaries who hold no appointment and 

are without authority under the Act. 
 

Clearly, where differing grades of surveyors in a firm are 

involved this should be reflected in the timesheet and fee 

calculation. 

Continued on page 4 
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Party Wall Awards, once 14 days have elapsed without 

objection to the County Court by either Owner from the date 

of being served, the Award cannot be challenged or over-

ruled by any court unless it is defective. 

 

As can be seen in these few brief words about the Act, Party 

Wall Surveyors have considerable power to be exercised in 

implementing the Act, but as usual it requires a professional 

approach to be successful and to resolve disputes, which is 

the sole purpose of the Act. 
 

It is because of this, that The Faculty of 

Party Wall Surveyors was formed; to 

educate and enable a professional standard 

to be established and maintained for the 

application and administration of the Act; to 

avoid disputes and not create them. 

 

Arthur Cross FFPWS FCIOB FASI 

New Members  
We are very pleased to welcome the following individuals into 
the Faculty: 

  
ASSOCIATES: 
Michael Lea   Wiliam Owen  
 
MEMBERS:  
George Brennan MFPWS, Brennan Associates, St Albans, 
Herts  
Michael Bryant MFPWS, Engineering Services, Acton, London 
Stuart James MFPWS, Merlin Claims, Filton, Bristol 
Hazel Jessett MFPWS, Faversham, Kent 
Khevin Ramessur MFPWS, Basildon, Essex 
Greg Rees MFPWS, Merlin Claims, Filton, Bristol 
Raymond Russell MFPWS, Russells, Hatfield, E. Sussex  
 
UPGRADE TO FELLOWSHIP: 
We welcome applications for Fellowship of the Faculty from 

Members who have attended our Third Surveyor Seminar and 

can demonstrate they have been practising in party wall 

matters for at least 5 years. Fellowship is granted subject to 

successful interview. 

Third Surveyor 

Seminars to be 

announced soon! 
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”Those are my principles, and if you don’t like 

them……… well, I have others”  
                             Groucho Marx 1890-1977 

Perspective 
 

We are taught during our upbringing, of the need to 

“love thy neighbour as thyself” and to “do as you would 

be done by”. An entirely commonsense, and dare I say 

Christian, approach to acting in a neighbourly fashion. 
 

We have all experienced the level to which some people are 

prepared to stoop. So I thought it appropriate – especially in 

this season of good will – to remind ourselves as to how and 

why the Party Wall Act came into being and for the need in 

our society for its existence. 
 

The realisation of the need for rules and regulation on 

disputes between adjacent property owners on party wall 

matters was first recognised in inner London and dealt with in 

the early days by a panel of surveyors. 
 

The “Great Fire of London” and its aftermath was probably the 

real catalyst for greater regulation, which culminated in the 

first of the London Building Acts, established in 1894, to deal 

with the problem. These Acts remained until amendments in 

1930 and 1939. As we now know, these Acts, with minor 

modifications, were extended to apply to the whole of 

England and Wales by the Party Wall etc. Act 1996 (the Act). 
 

It is always worth remembering that the Act was not intended 

to be used for the resolution of boundary disputes. Where 

such a dispute exists it is inappropriate for the Act to be 

implemented until the boundary (defined in the Act as the 

“Line of Junction“) is properly determined and agreed. 
 

Whilst the Act can be interpreted and implemented by anyone 

prepared to accept an appointment from either a building 

owner or an adjoining owner, it is clearly desirable for the 

appointee to have a thorough knowledge of building 

construction technology and building pathology. A good 

understanding of the Act and some reasonable knowledge of 

relevant case law is similarly desirable.  
 

Once appointed, the Party Wall Surveyor’s appointment 

cannot be rescinded. However, if an appointed Party Wall 

Surveyor: refuses to act, or; neglects to act for a period of 

ten days, or; dies before the dispute is settled, or; deems 

himself incapable of acting, there are mechanisms within 

Section 10 to progress the resolution of the dispute. 
 

Where two Surveyors are appointed by the disputing Owners, 

the first task of the Appointees, is to select and agree the 

name of a Third Surveyor, to deal with any dispute arising 

between the appointees, and to enable each of the Owners to 

refer, if there is no progress in the implementation of The Act. 

 

The party appointed surveyors and the selected Third 

Surveyor create a tribunal to resolve disputes and any two of 

the three surveyors, the Third Surveyors acting alone or a 

party appointed surveyors acting ex-parte can serve an 

Award on the parties. 

In Pursuance: 
in accordance with; in prosecution or fulfilment of. 
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A Trip to the 
Magistrates’ Court 
 
For the first time last week, I had cause to pay a trip to the 

Magistrates Court in order to assist one of my appointing owners in 

exercising their rights under s.17 of the Act. All practicing party 

wall surveyors should be aware that s.17 deals with the recovery of 

sums (except for fines) payable in pursuance of the Act and that 

those operating under the jurisdiction of the Act are in the special 

position of being able to pursue a claim for debt recovery through 

the Magistrates Court in addition to the normal, contractual route 

for recovery via the small claims county court. The various reasons 

why you would wish to choose the Magistrates Court route have 

been discussed at length elsewhere – the purpose of this short 

article is to offer some practical do’s and don’ts  to those who are 

contemplating a claim (referred to as a ‘complaint’) in the 

Magistrates Court: 
 

DO remember that you can select the Magistrates Court most 

convenient to you or the referring owner (the defendant cannot 

apply to have the matter transferred to a court of their choice, as 

often happens with the County Court) 
 

DO plan ahead of your proposed court visit; contact the Court’s 

Senior Legal Advisor, explain matters to them and make an 

appointment with them to prepare the complaint (do not just turn 

up at the court brandishing your copy of the Act and expect an 

audience). 
 

DO bring all appropriate documentation to the court; in addition to 

a copy of the Act for reference purposes, bring a signed copy of the 

award, a copy of your letter giving notice to the other side of your 

intention to go to court advising them that they will be liable for all 

associated costs and a copy of your letter of appointment (and of 

the other side’s surveyor’s letter of appointment as necessary) in 

evidence that you were empowered to make the award in the first 

place. 
 

DO be patient. Remember that the Court in question will rarely, if 

ever, have had a s.17 matter laid before them. Even if you have 

discussed the matter at great length with the court’s legal advisor 

beforehand, be prepared to reiterate your position, with the Act as 

a point of reference. 
 

DON’T forget your wallet/chequebook/credit card etc. There is a 

£200 fee associated with lodging a complaint (which forms part of 

your associated claim for costs to date). A schedule of costs will be 

sent to the other side with the court summons – the Court’s Legal 

Advisor will outline the protocol. 
 

DON’T forget that it is not just for recovery of surveyors’ costs that 

you can pursue a complaint to the Magistrates Court. s.17 states 

that ‘Any sum payable in pursuance of this Act …… shall be 

recoverable summarily as a civil debt’. This would also (as in my 

case) include an owner seeking to recover sums awarded by the 

appointed surveyor(s) in compensation for damage caused during 

the execution of works in pursuance of the Act. In that situation, it 

is the owner who makes the complaint to the Court rather than the 

surveyor. 

Training Events 
 

TWO-DAY COURSES 
These courses are suitable for Estate Managers; 

Property Developers; Architects; Architectural 

Technologists; Surveyors; Building 

Control Officers and all personnel with a 

responsibility for dealing with commercial or residential 

properties. They are for those that have little experience in 

party wall matters but would like to become more proficient 

with the workings of the Party Wall etc. Act 1996. 
 

On successful completion of the 2-day course delegates will be 

eligible to apply for full membership of the Faculty, subject to 

interview and completion of two party wall awards (one as an 

agreed surveyor and one as BO’s Surveyor or AO’s Surveyor) 

from a set of instructions and plans supplied with seminar 

paperwork. 
 

The cost of this Course is £350 and CPD certification is available. 

Next Course:  25th & 26th January 2011 

at CIC Offices, Store Street, London, WC1 
 

Please contact: Nicky Castell on 01424 883300 or by e-mail 

nicky@fpws.org.uk for further information. 

 

A two-day course ‘Certificate in Party Wall Studies’ is also run 

by the Association of Building Engineers (ABE) in conjunction 

with the Faculty at the following locations:  

 

Northampton 19th & 20th January 2011 

Norwich 16th & 17th March 2011  

Liverpool 7th & 8th September 2011  

Brighton  9th & 10th November 2011  

Please contact: Laura Sack / Sarah Dennison direct at the ABE 

for booking details, including their costs, on 01604 404121.  
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DO make a separate note of your time spent in relation to 

the court process; surveyors’ costs in attending court and 

lodging the complaint are admissible as part of the overall 

claim, provided they are reasonable (as would any 

reasonable legal costs be admissible). In my case, I was 

requested by the aggrieved owner to attend court with 

them, both as the Agreed surveyor in the dispute and as 

their professional advisor. My costs in association, as well 

as the £200 court fee, formed part of their cost claim. 
 

Further legal advice and guidance on the Magistrates Court 

process has been posted on the Faculty website, including 

reference to Lord Justice Brooks’ comments in the case of 

Zissis v Lukomski [2006] EWCA Civ 341, which should 

assist you in persuading the court that they have 

jurisdiction to hear your complaint. 
 

At the time of writing, the summons has 

been sent to the defendant with a court 

date set and a response is awaited. Watch 

this space ……… 

Phillip Beck 
BSc(Hons) FFPWS MRICS RMaPS 



�President’s Pen  
 

You will, no doubt, concur with me that the work the majority 
of us are involved in is often quite complex.  One relies on 
experience, but perhaps just as important is the ability to 
research information. This may be from our peers or 
colleagues but often by research. 
 
I personally take the view if I don’t know the answer today 
then I surely will tomorrow. 
 
This brings to light the luxury of having information sources to 
hand, not withstanding the wealth of experience the time 
working within a particular field affords. 
 
One of the more frustrating elements of being active in party 
wall matters is the way in which construction projects, 
especially domestic ones, are led. 
 
The building owner has a long period between conception to 
approved plans.  On receipt of planning permission it must 
seem to some like Christmas morning.  All the waiting and 
anticipation is over and the suspense can’t be contained any 
longer.  The presents are opened or, in this case, let’s start to 
build our dream. 
 
Builders are sought and prices quickly agreed.  Start dates are 
eagerly pulled forward to as soon as possible. 

Forum Representatives 
 

1. NORTH WEST 

Graham Shone  0151 489 5440  

2. NORTH EAST 

Neil Cunningham  0191 3891057 

3. WALES 

Phillip Beck  01874 713133 

4. WEST MIDLANDS 

Jim Jackson  0121 233 3113 

5. EAST MIDLANDS 

Jim Jackson  0121 233 3113 

6. SOUTH WEST 

Andrew McAllister  0117 944 4419 

7. WESSEX 

Vacant 

(Contact A. McAllister 0117 94 4419) 

8. NORTHERN HOME COUNTIES 

Vacant  

(Contact A. McAllister 0117 94 4419) 

9. EAST ANGLIA 

Philip Antino  01245 492495  

10. SOUTH EAST 
Malcolm Lelliott  01483 416411 

11. LONDON  

North 

Richard Garry  0208 886 0400  

South 

Simon Price  01483 456012 

East 
Philip Antino  01245 492495  
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Witnessing Awards  
In order to execute an Award it needs to be signed by the appointed surveyor(s), or 

the selected Third Surveyor as the case may be, on behalf of the parties. Although 

there appears to be no specific requirement for signatures to be witnessed, it is 

certainly conventional and generally considered to be good practice; the purpose 

being to and prevent fraud (misrepresentation) and avoid doubt. Only one witness 

is required when both surveyors are present and there is no need for the witness to 

be made aware of the contents of the Award. By definition the witness needs to be 

physically present during signing and they should also sign and print their own 

name and address, which should be their normal place of residence and not their 

place of work. It is thought this is so that, in the unlikely event of them being 

contacted for the purposes of verification (by a court for instance), it 

can be done discretely and confidentially. As a general rule, anyone 

can be a witness if they are:  1. of sound mind; and 

   2. independent of the dispute; and 

   3. not related to a signatory; and 

   4. over the age of 18 

Editorial, Continued from page 1 
 

Where the appointed surveyor is a member of staff it is important that he or she 

has the authority to deal with the matters in dispute without having to constantly 

defer to their superior. This can be frustrating for them and for the counterpart 

surveyor and again may be viewed as not acting effectively. 
 

Employees should satisfy themselves that they are appropriately and adequately 

covered by professional indemnity insurance before accepting personal 

party wall appointments and that continuity of cover is maintained in 

the event of a gap in employment. 
 

Andrew McAllister 
FFPWS MRICS MCIOB RMaPS 

In these austere times is it any wonder that builders are keen 
to get on site?  With not much work being available and that 
which is, is priced with a very sharp pencil. Even if those 
involved do know something about the Party Wall etc. Act, why 
rock the boat?  To them it only constitutes a delay.  Often, 
especially in a rural setting, the plans would have been 
prepared by a one-man-band who is not necessarily au fait 
with the Act and whose job is finished once plans are 
submitted. Therefore, no mention is made at the early stage of 
notices etc. 
 
Local Authorities are getting better at warning of the potential 
implications of not complying with the Act but this tends to be 
general advice and not definitive. The building owner is almost 
certainly ignorant of their statutory obligations. 
 
Given my observations, perhaps it is not surprising that we get 
called in, often after the horse has left the stable. We should be 
reserved in our criticism as there are personal and commercial 
pressures that have been put to bear and it is not necessarily 
contrived avoidance or intervention. Patience is a word that we 
should consider at this time. 
 

That is why I am proud of the Faculty’s 
stance in educational matters.  Our open 
free advice to the general public and 
especially the smaller buildings/contractors  
goes a long way to ensure the Act is more 
widely understood and observed at an early 
stage in the building process. 
 

Charles Dawson 
PFPWS FFPWS MRICS FCIOB FASI 
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Rights of Access 

We continue Philip Antino’s paper on an owner’s right of access under the terms of the 
Act. 

 
New Structure on a line of Junction – Section 1 Notices 
The intent of this section is to explain the interpretation of this act. 
 
The author has purposefully ignored s.1 until this part of the paper because the 
interpretation and application of Section 1 is arguably  the most confusing section of 
the Act in relation to rights of access. This section is often invoked as a means to 
achieve access to an adjoining owner’s property by undertaking limited works on the 
line of junction to obtain the right to erect scaffolding for other non-notifiable works.  
  
S.1(1) simply introduces where this section is applicable and specifically excludes a 
party fence wall or the external wall of the building.  No right of access is conferred or 
advanced by this section. 
 
S.1(2)(3)&(4) addresses the issues of an owner wishing to construct either a party 
wall or a party fence wall on the line of junction and s.1(4) explicitly states  that 
unless an adjoining owner provides his consent in writing, the building owner must 
build the wall on his own land and at his expense. Again no right of access arises. 
 
If an adjoining owner does not provide consent within a period of 14 days, beginning 
with the day on which the originating notice was served, the building owner is 
estopped from building astride the boundary and therefore it must naturally follow 
that he cannot have a right of access, following that notice. 
 
If we then consider any rights afforded pursuant to s.1(5), the adjoining owner (quite rightly so) cannot dissent when a building 
owner exercises his right to build a wall on the line of junction which is wholly on their land.  The building owner can simply 
proceed as soon as one months notice has expired, but is there a right of access to execute these works? 
 
If the excavation works are in pursuance of s.6 (1) & (2), then rights of access for “works in pursuance of the act” are granted 
pursuant to s.8(1). If not, then there can be no right of access, save for those granted within s.1(6)(b), “......to place below the 
level of the land of the adjoining owner such projecting footings and foundations as are necessary for the construction of the 
wall”. 
 
The important words to note, within this section are “as are necessary”. Foundations can be designed in many ways. Therefore 
it is arguable that any foundation protruding across the line of junction is necessary. It is the authors’ further opinion that:- 
 
S.1(6) only grants additional (not conditional rights) and therefore if the foundations can be designed in such a way as to avoid 
trespassing across the boundary then these should be adopted because the projecting foundation is unnecessary and therefore 
s.8(1) cannot apply. 
 
Furthermore what is important and relevant when considering s.1(6) is to note that it applies only to the foundations and not the 
structure built on top. 
 
It is the authors opinion that s.1(5) works address the structure built upon the foundations which specifically relates to walls on 
the line of junction. Ainsworth wrote: 

 
“I would suggest that if the courts were asked to define “on” they would apply one of a number of plain and natural meaning (sic) 
such as “in contact or connection with”, “attached to” or “in the immediate vicinity of” These definitions would sit comfortably 
within both s.1(2) and 1(5) of the Act without causing confusion or absurdity”.1 
 
The author would agree with Ainsworth’s suggestion that “in contact or connection with”, or “attached to” can have the same 
definition as “on” in relation to the line of junction. However, the author does not accept that “in the immediate vicinity of ” can 
have the same meaning as on, in the author’s opinion the best way to construe a document is to read it as it would have read at 
the time it was written. 
 
Ainsworth’s suggestion has all sorts of implications, for example one could interpret that 15mm is within the vicinity. In the 
author’s opinion this would be an unreasonable use or interpretation of the word “on”. If the wall is away from the line of junction 
for any distance, it will be wholly on the building owner’s land and therefore not subject to notification pursuant to s.1. 
 
To ratify this explanation, the Act cannot confer a right to build on one’s own land, the building owner is entitled to do that 
irrespective of the Act. Hence the reason why in this example the works cannot be subject to the dispute procedures as set out 
within s.10. 

 
Continued on page 6 

 
1. Ainsworth, R. The Party Wall etc. Act 1996: differences of opinion in interpreting section 1, 

Structural Survey Volume 18. Number 5. 2000. pp. 213-217  MCB University Press . ISSN 0263-080X 
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Continued from Page 5 

 
Furthermore it is a common misunderstanding amongst some surveyor(s) that when works pursuant to s.1 and s.6 arise, a 
building owner has the right of access for example to erect scaffolding or build the wall, store materials on the adjoining owner’s 
land so on and so forth. In the authors opinion it is inconceivable that a building owner can use Section 1(5) to force or compel an 
adjoining owner to allow access for these activities. 
 
If  the wall is an existing wall and the works are for want of repair and/or maintenance which in itself may require reconstruction 
of the wall, there is a right of access pursuant to the ”Access Neighbouring Land Act 1992”. I believe that the ANL is dominant to 
the Act in terms of access for this purpose. 
 
It cannot in its widest application be considered that the Act would be dominant to the ANL and in the absence of any clarification 

within either of the Acts, the author considers it reasonable to assume not. 
 
The issue of compensation is inadequately addressed in s.1(7) (a)&(b) which only places an obligation upon the building owner to 
compensate the adjoining owner in relation to works in pursuance of s.1(4)&(5) and not s.1(6)(a)&(b). 
 
S.1(6)(a)&(b) creates a legal mechanism by which an owner can commit a permanent trespass on to an adjoining owner’s land by 
placing projecting footings across the line of junction. 
 
Unfortunately, it does not suggest how the compensation should be quantified. For example, if the surveyors apply the strict 
wording of s.1(6), “as are necessary” then there should never be a need to project foundations across the boundary, because 
foundations can be designed  without projecting on to adjoining land. Therefore to permit such an action must be “unnecessary 
works” and therefore a breach of s.7(1) but how does one quantify the loss created by the foundations trespass?   
 
Furthermore the surveyors must consider the implications of allowing this trespass, in relation to the law of adverse possession. A 
recent case  in the court of appeal held that a party wall can be adversely possessed, and the author would suggest that the same 
legal principles in that case could be applied to the adverse possession of the land used by a projecting foundation. 
 
In 2002 the Law of adverse possession changed with the introduction of the Land Registration Act 2002.  Since 2002 it has been 
necessary to apply for a registration of title once the land has been adversely possessed for 10 years.  This recent Act superseded 
the limitation Act 1980, Sections 15 (1) and 17 and paragraphs 1 and 8(1) of Schedule 1, which provide that any right to recover 
land expired 12 years after the date on which the cause of action occurred. 
 
Stroud, properly advises that the cause of action occurs either on the date of discontinuance of possession by the paper owner 
and possession by the claimant, or on the date of dispossession of the paper owner by the claimant. 
 
In order for any claim of adverse possession to now succeed, the claimant would have to establish that they have been in 
possession of the titled property for a minimum period of 10 years, and had exclusive use, without any objections being raised by 
the paper title owner. 
 
Furthermore, it will also be necessary to establish that the paper title owner had been dispossessed of title or had by their own 
volition and intention discontinued possession. This can occur where houses are left vacant and fall into disrepair for a number of 
years without any evidence of the paper title owner maintaining, protecting, securing or visiting and/or occupying the building 
during that period. 
 
Furthermore, and finally the trespasser would have to establish the principle of “animus possidendi” that they had at all times had 
an intention to possess the land and had made that intention clear to the world at large. 
 
There has been over recent years various cases reported in the press where squatters have taken possession of a property and 
having satisfied the 12 year principle established in the earlier Limitation Act 1980, successfully gained title to the property.  In 
some instances these properties having substantial capital value. 
 
Moving on, s.1(8) rather strangely suggests that any dispute arising within  s.1 is to be determined in accordance with s.10. s.1
(8) provides no guidance on how this is complied with.   
 
The appointment of a surveyor(s) only arises after a deemed dispute occurs between the owners, if there is no right to dispute 

s.1 works, there can be no appointed surveyors. Therefore, how can s.10 apply? 
 
Strangely the Act is also silent about how and what damages can be enforced.  In s.1 circumstances there is no award and there 
are no appointed surveyor(s) to consider and assess the extent of any damages. So how do the three surveyors (tribunal) 
become appointed after the event in these circumstances. 
 
If an adjoining owner cannot dissent to the works pursuant to s.1(5), there can be no jurisdiction for the surveyors. If there is no 
dispute then s.10 cannot apply because there are no surveyors therefore it must naturally follow that the only protection afforded 
to the adjoining owner is that conferred upon the building owner pursuant to s.1(7)(a)&(b). This recent case in a county court 
held that surveyors could be appointed after consent had been given to deal with damages arising out of the works that had 
previously been agreed to. 

 

 Continued on Page 8 
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Forum Feedback 
The first North London Forum meeting to be held for some time 

took place at the Kings Head in Winchmore Hill, London N21 on 

September 20th.  I took on the task of organising the event 

when the local Forum Representative mentioned that previous 

attempts to set up regular meetings had petered out apparently 

due to a lack of interest. 
  

To increase the chances of a good turn out an invitation was 

extended to locally based members of the Pyramus & Thisbe 

Club as well as Faculty members. I also contacted many of the 

locally based surveyors with whom I’d agreed Awards over the 

last few months.  
 

We opted for an early evening meeting so that surveyors could 

come straight from work and the Faculty Chairman, Alex Frame, 

kindly agreed to be our guest speaker. 
 

The turnout was very encouraging as over 40 surveyors came 

along on the evening to what turned out to be an interesting 

and enjoyable meeting. It was nice to see so many people that 

I’d only previously met through work, in my local pub – one of 

the fringe benefits to arranging an event like this! 

The Faculty of Party Wall Surveyors, PO Box 86, Rye, East Sussex, TN31 9BN 
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Avoiding Problems? 
Particularly on commercial work, we are engaged early in the 

design process to advise on how designs are affected by the 

Party Wall etc. Act and how, if possible, to avoid problems. 

Sometimes this approach results in design changes negating the 

need for notice and often with the result that risks to the 

Adjoining Owner’s property are avoided. 
 

Lately on some residential extensions where owners are 

building against party walls we have been presented with design 

details (see sketch) using what is commonly referred to as 

‘overpinning’ foundations (with dowels) as opposed to 

underpinning (usually without dowels) which most are familiar 

with. I am not familiar with the correct name for this detail 

however it seems to suit the technique. Structural engineers 

confirm that by casting a foundation alongside and over the top 

of an existing strip foundation and connecting the two with 

dowels allows the foundations to work together supporting 

increased loads. The new foundation however relies on the 

ground below the foundation being able to support the new 

loads. This detail is being commonly used to support additional 

load bearing single leaf walls carrying beams and floors with the 

loads being transferred into the combined foundation. 
 

At first glance it appears to be a party wall matter requiring 

notice. However, on closer scrutiny it is not clear under which 

section of the Act the work falls. S.2(2)(k) has been offered as 

one suggestion but this deals with connections of walls and not 

foundations, so can it apply? Worryingly, this detail does not 

avoid the potential affects of increasing the load on the existing 

party structure foundation and any resulting damage that may 

occur.  
 

However, if this work is not notifiable then any damage that 
occurs can not be dealt with under the Act. 

I’m keen to keep the momentum going now and have agreed 

with the local Forum Representative, Richard Garry, that we will 

arrange 4 meetings a year in the future. 
 

The Faculty covered the cost of the room hire and refreshments 

so the meeting was free for those that attended although it was 

agreed that we should hold a whip round at subsequent 

meetings to boost the food and soft drink budget.  
 

The next one will be held on Thursday, 13th January 2011 and 

will follow the ‘expert panel’ format. The panel will consist of 

Richard Garry, local Forum Representative and a very 

experienced engineer, popular Third Surveyor David Maycox 

and barrister and legal adviser to the Faculty, Stuart Frame. 
 

They will attempt to deal with 6-8 questions on the night so any 

surveyors planning to attend are welcome to submit questions 

to me between now and Christmas and I will do my best to 

select a good cross section to put to the panel.  
 

Looking further forward I’m delighted that Alistair Redler of 

Delva Patman Associates has agreed to be our guest speaker at 

the spring 2011 meeting. 
 

If you would like to be kept informed of future meetings please 

email me at: surveying@peterbarry.co.uk  
 

Justin Burns MFPWS MRICS 

 

It would be interesting to hear from members who have an 

opinion on whether this approach is covered by the Act; or if 

anyone has come across designs which attempt to avoid the Act 

but still have the potential to cause problems or damage. 
 

Neil Cunningham BSc FFPWS MRICS 
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Continued from Page 6 
 
If an adjoining owner cannot dissent to the works pursuant to s.1
(5), there can be no jurisdiction for the surveyors.  If there is no 
dispute then s.10 cannot apply because there are no surveyors 
therefore it must naturally follow that the only protection 
afforded to the adjoining owner is that conferred upon the 
building owner pursuant to s.1(7)(a)&(b). This recent case in a 
county court held that surveyors could be appointed after 
consent had been given to deal with damages arising out of the 
works that had previously been agreed to.  

 

This paper will be concluded in the next newsletter. 

 
Philip Antino BSc(Hons) MSc FFPWS MRICS 
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Profile 
Faculty Director 

Arthur Cross  

Two points to establish before launching into life's CV. One, I am 

in the bonus years of life, and am not sure how long it will last, 

but with two total hip replacements, and reasonable cover on the 

steel, there is no reason at the moment to have any doubts. 

Two, I am a Hampshire Hog and proud of it.  It also so happens, 

that I do enjoy eating. After much travelling, including travelling 

abroad, I have settled in Hampshire 

 

PRE-WORK: I have always, on reflection, been involved with 

construction and building things, like dens in woodlands, and 

using bales of hay or straw. A Garden Shed in school. Building 

gadgets in scout camps from wood and ropes, including assault 

courses. I did graduate to using canvas, poles and pegs. I do 

possess a Queens Scout signed Certificate from the Queen. 

 

SO WHAT ABOUT WORK? Working life for me commenced at 

fifteen years of age, working for a contractor – a reputable one – 

in Haslemere Surrey. I pursued further education at Guildford 

Technical College (today referred to as Surrey University) 

Obtaining a full technological Certificate in Building, and ONC in 

Building Structures. 

 

I then served Queen and Country in the Army for two years in 

REME. I was lucky enough to be posted to the Far East, initially in 

Singapore, and then in up country Malaya, as it was then. It is 

now known as Malaysia. The work was referred to as Ancillary 

and General in an Infantry workshop, in the then tin mining town 

of Ipoh. I think the main achievement I recall, construction wise 

was the design and construction of a Bar. It did support the many 

elbows placed upon it, and the liquid flowed ok. 

 

On return to the UK, I continued with further education to obtain 

HNC in quantities. This was achieved in Cardiff, where my career 

pattern steered me into surveying and commercial management. 

I then pursued and soaked up commercial knowledge. Including 

working in a department, preparing tenders for the bridge 

abutments of the first Severn bridge. My first introduction, into 

the world of Civil Engineering. On returning to the London Area I 

gained experience in Design and Construct (D&C) contracts, 

arguably the most satisfying period of my career. 

 

Continued on page 11 
Alex Frame MSc FFPWS MRICS FCIOB 

Q is for QUEEN  

Not exactly mentioned as such but is referred to as Her 

Majesty. It is one of the questions that I flippantly ask at 

seminars as to who is excluded from the Act. The first 

answer from the floor is usually The Queen, but as we note 

from section 19 that she is also included. 
 

Then other guesses are made, so we check on section 18 

and lo-and-behold we find that those who wrote the Act 

excluded themselves from it! Not entirely true of course but 

interesting reading. 

R is for REASONABLE 

Oh if only everyone one in life would be so, but the Act says 

so in s.10(13) and I trust that all of our Faculty surveyors 

follow this. 
 

S.10(13): The reasonable costs incurred in-    

(a) making or obtaining an award under this section;  

(b) reasonable inspections of work to which the award 

relates; and 

(c) any other matter arising out of the dispute, 
 

Reasonable is a word used in legal terminology and I re-

print from Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia definition of a  
 

REASONABLE PERSON 

The reasonable person (historically reasonable man) is a 

legal fiction of the common law representing an objective 

standard against which any individual's conduct can be 

measured. It is used to determine if a breach of the 

standard of care has occurred, provided a duty of care can 

be proven. 
 

The reasonable person standard holds: each person owes a 

duty to behave as a reasonable person would under the 

same or similar circumstances. While the specific 

circumstances of each case will require varying kinds of 

conduct and degrees of care, the reasonable person 

standard undergoes no variation itself. This standard 

performs a crucial role in determining negligence in both 

criminal law — that is, criminal negligence — and tort law. 

The standard also has a presence in contract law, though its 

use there is substantially different. The standard does not 

exist independently of other circumstances within a case 

which could affect an individual's judgment. 
 

However what is reasonable in terms of costs 

in making an Award? - I think I must simply 

refer you to pages 73-75 of the second 

edition of my book Misunderstandings and 

Guidance – not got a copy? - see page 8! 
 

Series continued in the next issue. 
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Publications 

Save Time and Money using our innovative software solution 
 

Eliminate mistakes and errors; create all the necessary documentation 
for party wall matters within a few minutes 

 
FOR A FREE TRIAL LOGON TO www.partywallsolutions.net  

and download the application with no commitment and try it out  
 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

THE THIRD SURVEYOR—A GUIDE 

This is Alex Frame's latest work, which explains the process whereby one arrives correctly 

at the appointment of a Third Surveyor in an easily digestible and comprehensible manner 

and then proceeds to explain in clear and concise terms the need for extensive and wide 

ranging abilities and knowledge necessary for a Third Surveyor to be able to provide 

advice, guidance and assistance to party wall surveyors, including a section at the end of 

the book providing an example of a Third Surveyor model award.  

 

MISUNDERSTANDINGS AND GUIDANCE (Second Edition)  

This book has recently been updated to include material related to 

changes in some parts of CPR, the effects of recent case laws, 

together with further clarification of misunderstandings throughout 

the book.  

 

Misunderstandings and Guidance and The Third Surveyor are available at a cost of £29.50 

each and please note that if both books are purchased, a £5.00 discount will be given. 

 
Both books are a ‘must have’ for all practicing party wall surveyors. 

Please contact Nicky or Sally in the Administration office on 01424 883300 or by email 
enq@fpws.org.uk for details on how to purchase these books. 

…..and don’t forget freeholders! Good fences make good neighbours? 
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No.4 by Andrew McAllister 

 

ACROSS 

1 Engagement in an activity or course of action 

(9) 

4 Valuable idea or fact (6) 

8 Round or spherical (6) 

10 “____ level” upwardly facing surface level of 

base of pipe or chamber (6) 

11 Full of reefs or rocks (5) 

12 A narrow strip of land with sea on either side, 

forming a link between two larger areas of land 

(7) 

14 Intentionally false statement (3) 

15 Mark, object, or figure formed by two short 

intersecting lines or pieces (5)  

16 Section of the Party Wall etc. Act dealing with 

easements (4) 

17 External (5) 

20 A rod or beam holding parts of a structure 

together (3) 

21 Having or showing experience, knowledge, and 

good judgement (4) 

23 Truthful and straightforward; frank (6) 

25 Changes or corrections made as a result of 

editing (5) 

27 Dishonest or unprincipled man (5) 

29 Written law passed by Parliament (3) 

31 Make (someone) a little angry; irritate (5) 

32 Room where an artist, photographer, sculptor, etc. works 

(6) 

34 A subtle difference in or shade of meaning, expression, or 

sound (6) 

35 Sum of money saved or made available for a particular 

purpose (4) 

36 Light fall of rain (6) 

38 Material used by the first little pig to build his house (5) 

39 A state formally cooperating with another for a military or 

other purpose (6) 

42 Substance similar to stucco but exclusively applied to 

masonry walls (6)  

44 Spanish river (3) 

45 Part of a computer system or network which is designed to 

block unauthorised access while permitting outward 

communication (8) 

46 New or different (5) 

47 Floor covering made from thick woven fabric (6) 

 

DOWN 

1 A structure consisting of a roof supported by columns at 

regular intervals, typically attached as a porch to a building (7) 

2 The direction towards the point of the horizon midway 

between south and west (9) 

 

3 Copy, plagiarise (4) 

4 Beam used as a temporary support during underpinning (6) 

5 Assembly or meeting, especially one held for a specific 

purpose (9) 

5 Assembly or meeting, especially one held for a specific 

purpose (9) 

6 The monarchy or reigning monarch (3,5) 

7 The Party Wall etc. Act s.1(9)(a)  “________ to act” (7) 

9 Percussion instrument sounded by being struck with sticks or 

the hands (4) 

13 Adjective (of an agreement or promise) involving an 

obligation that cannot be broken (7) 

18 The reverse of what has been done (7) 

19 Masonry projection above a roof (7,4) 

22 To chew and swallow as food (3) 

24 Type of wall without mortar (8) 

26 Black-eye (6) 

28 The crypt of a church (10) 

30 Author of The Party Wall Casebook (9) 

33 S.16 of the Party Wall etc. Act (8) 

36 Spanish sun (3) 

37 Preliminary version (5) 

38 British county; especially in England (5) 

40 Midwestern State of USA 

41 Let or make (something) fall vertically (4)  

43 Section of the Party Wall etc. Act dealing with repair etc. of 

party walls (3)  

1     2       3     4   5     6   7   

                                      

8         9   10             11         

                                      

12               13   14       15         

              16                       

17 18         19         20       21     22 

          23         24                 

25       26           27     28     29 30   

            31                         

                    32         33       

  34                           35       

                36                     

37   38                                 

            39     40   41   42           

        43             44               

45                         46           

                47                     
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My corporate experience was gained by joining the D&C 

company in the Costain Group, and moved quite quickly into a 

Central QS role and management. This included both building 

and civil engineering. 
 

It was in this environment that I brushed with some large 

projects, such as the Thames Barrier, Motorways, 

infrastructure works, and large commercial buildings in London 

and throughout UK. 
 

My international experience was gained when I switched to 

Costain International, who undertook large marine and other 

infrastructure civil engineering projects, particularly in the 

Middle East. Being employed as an MQS, took me to many 

countries, and also included work in HO. Projects included a 

Dry docks earthfill dams and powerstations and industrial 

plants. 
 

After a six month spell resident in Saudi Arabia, I was offered 

the role of Commercial manager in Cairo, to manage an 

Egyptian civil engineering company to complete a new Bank 

building for Barclays International in the Garden City. Also to 

develop business in Egypt. The role led me into helping this 

contractor to obtain further international work. Such as an 

involvement in the Cairo Waste Water Project. Such was the 

success in this activity that they offered me a Joint General 

Manager position, dealing with International projects. A risky 

decision, but one that paid off. Egypt at that time was enjoying 

the investments being made by foreign companies, involving 

all kinds of industries, plus a developing Tourist Resort 

industry. This lasted for 10 years very enjoyable. 
 

My return to UK in the early 90’s was not a good time for the 

construction industry. However, I managed to secure a 

consultancy contract as a commercial manager on the Channel 

Tunnel. My involvement being with the Fixed equipment and 

extending into the commissioning period of the project. 
 

After this, I also had a spell on the Channel tunnel link, until 

the demise of Railtrack who became Network Rail. 
 

Work also became available on the West Coast Main Line for 

installation of a new Signalling system, again, the demise of 

Railtrack affected that project. 
 

An opportunity arose to stand in for the Commercial 

management of the international side of a marine civil 

engineering company with work in Bahrain, Singapore, Greece 

and Lebanon 
 

When that task was complete, I secured a consultancy contract 

to manage a waste water treatment plant on the South coast. 
 

SO THAT’S THE FIVE DAY WEEK (Sometimes seven!) 

WHAT NOW? More recently on the wind down, I have 

undertaken more domestic forms of Surveying. I have also 

enjoyed being involved in the development of the Faculty of 

Party Wall Surveyors, which I believe is providing a good 

service to those practicing surveyors as members.  

Profile Also, to the general public. The construction Industry has given 

me, and continues to give me, a good life. The path of which I 

would not have changed one bit, and I will recommend it to my 

grandchildren. 
 

LEISURE? My leisure time has been spent on playing fields, 

courts and courses, playing Football, Cricket, Golf, and Tennis. 

Golf still provides the usual challenges. I spectate all of these 

sports on TV, and also watch the grandchildren pursue their 

chosen sports. I wish I had had the coaching, which the 

youngsters have today, when I was their age.  
 

I am now a keen Rambler, organising five mile walks for the 

local U3A, and yes, I still camp – I don’t have to rough it 

anymore, with camp sites having electric hook ups. I am a 

member of the Camping and Caravan Club. 
 

I have had holidays abroad, including trips to Australia, China, 

South America, South Africa and the USA. I believe in buying 

sunshine. European Countries have also featured in my travels. 
 

Another fetish I have is climbing. For Instance, and not 

surprisingly, I enjoyed climbing trees when a youngster. In fact 

I fell and fractured my left arm, but it did not deter me. Ben 

Nevis and Snowdon have been conquered.  I have climbed 

Keops – the largest of the three pyramids – on the plain of Giza 

in Cairo. There is a 220 foot tree called the “Gloucester tree” in 

Southwest Australia. This tree being a fire look out point. You 

get issued with a certificate for the climb. On a recent visit to 

Finland, I managed to get my wife to Climb with me, the 3rd 

highest mountain.  That’s me! 

 

Arthur Cross FFPWS FCIOB FASI 
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"Diligence is the mother of good luck" 

Benjamin Franklin 1706-1790  

F U L L C I R C L E   E N G I N E E R 

O   E   R   E     X   N   Y   E   G   

U N G A I N L Y   I N D E M N I F Y   

N   I   T   I     T       N   G   P   

D I S M I S S   U   N   M A C H E T E 

A   L   C   H I N D E R   S   B     D 

T   A   A       D   W   O T T O M A N 

I N T E L L I G E N C E   I   U     A 

O   I       N   R   A   A C C R U E   

N O O D L E S   P A S T   S       N   

S   N   I   I I I   T   B   A M I G O 

  A   B A I T   N E L S O N   I   R   

  C     B   U R N   E   R   S T O O P 

S C O T I A     I Q     R     I   S   

  O     L   T I N   A P O L O G I S E 

N U B   I   W   G   X   W     A     T 

  N   A T T I C     I   E   U T U R N 

A T M   Y   N   I N S I D E   E     A 

Solution to Crossword No.3 



All At Sea 
Many of you who know me cannot be unaware of my passion 

for fishing (angling). It covers everything from my excitement 

of June 16th and roach fishing on the Royal Military Canal. The 

May fly hatch at Bewl Reservoir. Grayling on a dropper from 

the River Test. Mid-summer tench on the Manor House lake.  

The first winter cod off Dungeness wrecks to the tuna run 

through the straits of Gibraltar on board the femme fatale of 

my life. All of it brings endless fascination and joy. 
 

I put to sea several weeks ago with a friend on board to fish 

the deep waters, some 35 miles off Duquesa in the western 

Mediterranean. The sun rising in the east like the proverbial 

Andalucian Orange into a cloudless breathless sky. 
 

Trolling with baited lines was the order of the day and my 

pitch of excitement only increased by the evening before 

dinner with a fishing friend. He had been to the intended spot 

only the day before and caught, only to lose after an epic 

three and a half hour battle, a blue fin tuna, estimated at 

several hundred kilos (yes, 200+ kilos!). 
 

This is not only a truly magnificent fish but a life time’s 

dream. 
 

I had checked the weather forecast along with all the other 

diligent chores a competent skipper does before we left. The 

wind being E to S/E 2 in the morning to a Southerly 3 in the 

afternoon. Nothing much there then. 
 

After setting the course, opening the throttles and one and a 

half hours later we were in the fishing grounds. 
 

Rods set with bated lines, a trick learnt in Nevis earlier this 

year, and a trolling speed of seven knots, on the auto-pilot, 

we settled down in anticipation of what was to come. 
 

The sun was over the yard arm and whilst I don’t drink at sea, 

a cold beer, beef sandwich and mustard is our traditional 

breakfast. My mate went below for the cold box only to 

discover we had left it on the quay! 
 

Some cursing took place, which is never a good idea at sea, as 

some consider it is unlucky. Oh, how right those some can be! 
 

Forward, I noticed a large dark object floating in the water. I 

over-rode the auto-pilot, took the helm and turned sharply to 

port. We missed the semi-submerged container that had 

obviously fallen from a passing cargo vessel in the shipping 

lanes by a whisper. But the tangled web of fishing lines left 

behind as a result of the violent course change meant we had 

to heave-to and stop fishing. 
 

It was then that I noticed some dark clouds on the horizon and 

a slight chop on the sea. The weather was changing and far 

more dramatically than the weather forecast had forecasted. 
 

An hour later and there was a three foot swell with white 

horses. At least a force four was blowing, gusting five. 
 

 

This was not fun anymore and it didn’t take us long to decide 

fishing was not on the for the rest of the day, we had no food, 

and were some two hours from the nearest port with the 

weather almost certainly unlikely to improve.  
 

We finished untangling the lines and set a course for home. 
 

The boat is more than capable of handling such 

conditions and although a little bumpy and 

taking spray over the bridge we were making 

fifteen knots. 
 

That is until the starboard engine died and 

refused to start! 
 

After exhausting my knowledge of fuel starvation 

to YANMAR 235 bh engines in all of thirty 

seconds, I decided to run for port on one engine 

and worry about it later. 
 

Easier said than done! Whilst the sea state did 

not deteriorate further our top speed was 

severely reduced. 
 

This was compounded by the boat now going so 

relatively slow, six knots, that it could not get up 

on the plain and therefore hit every wave full on. 

I imagine it must be a similar feeling when riding 

a bucking bronco, something I have yet to try 

and don’t intend to! 
 

Six hours later and some nine since we left port 

we arrived back. Tired, hungry and exhausted, 

without so much as fishing for at the most, 

fifteen minutes. 
 

After mooring and washing the boat and tackle down, we 

retired to Hemmingways.  An aptly named bar overlooking the 

marina. Soon to be engaged in lively conversation with like-

minded soles. Two beers and tapas soon revived us and to my 

astonishment I found that we were regaling the tale of our 

exploits that day with a certain amount of glee, which very 

soon turned to laughter. 
 

I have been a life long believer and now I know it’s true given 

the old adage – the worst day’s fishing is better than the best 

day’s working! 
 

Charles Dawson 
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We welcome articles of between approx. 500 and 1500 words (or more) 

on party wall and related matters. We also invite completely un-related 

but entertaining contributions for our occasional ‘Red Herring’ section. 

Copyright will be retained jointly by the Faculty and the author and all 
submissions will be subject to editorial control. 
 

Deadline for submissions for the next issue is 
Friday 14th January 2011 
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About Us 
Prior to 1997 procedures covering 

works to party walls, party 

structures and certain excavations 

close to adjoining properties were 

generally limited to central London; 

although historically similar 

legislation covered cities such as 

Bristol, this had long since fallen by 

the wayside. Consequently, there 

were few surveyors practicing in this 

field. 
 

In 1997 the Government introduced 

party wall legislation across the whole of 

England & Wales in the form of the Party 

Wall etc. Act 1996.  It was recognised by 

a number of experienced practitioners 

that the shortage of surveyors available 

to administer this legislation had to be 

addressed and the Faculty was born out 

of this national need for education and 

support for surveyors but also to 

enhance awareness and provide advice 

and guidance to the general public.  
 

The objective of the Faculty of Party Wall 

Surveyors is to promote the highest 

standards of professional practice in this 

field of expertise and to expand the 

knowledge and study of all matters to do 

with party walls, to encourage the 

exchange of information and ideas 

amongst its Members.  
 

We have enjoyed steady and continual 

growth nationally since our inception and 

we now benefit from legal support and 

counsel when required; this is available 

to all Members. Referrals for 

appointments as Party Wall Surveyors 

are also provided to Members via our 

website. 

Influence 

Our Members belong to various 

professional bodies in the construction 

and property sectors such as RICS, 

RIBA, ICE, IStructE, CIOB, CIAT and 

ABE. We maintain strong links with many 

professional associations and Local and 

Central Government departments. 
 

The Faculty provides training in a 

number of formats including a Certificate 

of Party Wall Studies through the 

Association of Building Engineers and 

seminars on the role of the Third 

Surveyor. Short talks are also offered to 

professional organisations and Local 

Government.  
 

Forums 

As a national organisation we aim to 

raise awareness current developments in 

the party wall arena and promote 

dialogue between Members and other 

practitioners through regular regional 

forum meetings and seminars.     
 

Publications  

The Faculty currently produces the 

quarterly newsletter ‘Party Wall 

Surveyor’ with relevant articles and 

information keeping Members in touch 

and up to date with developments. Our 

website provides a Members Area with a 

library of case law, legal advice, 

guidance and templates available for 

download. The Faculty currently 

publishes two books by Alex Frame: 

Misunderstanding & Guidance, and 

The Third Surveyor. 

Membership 

The Faculty is a professional examining 

body, which provides education and 

support. Details of the examinations and 

admission regulations may be obtained 

from the Faculty’s administrative 

headquarters. 
 

National approved levels of entry provide 

the standard of acceptance. Progression 

is by a recognised examination structure. 

It is expected that an applicant will have 

had practical training and experience 

appropriate to his/her grade of 

membership. 
 

All practicing Members are required to 

ensure the appropriate level of 

Professional Liability Insurance covering 

their professional activities is maintained 

and all Members are bound by our Code 

of Conduct. 
 

Grades of Membership include Student, 

Affiliate, Associate, Member & Fellow. 

The Faculty also offers Honorary 

Membership or Honorary Fellowship to 

those individuals it recognises as having 

made a significant contribution in the 

field of party walls or related professional 

activities.  

 

…..and finally 
 

Newspapers recently reported that an advertising tycoon and his domestic 
goddess of a wife are selling their swish Belgravia property after trouble 
with the neighbour’s renovations. 
 

Scaffolding was said to have seriously impaired the views and light from the couple’s 
windows and they are said to have ordered his own workmen to remove scaffolding 
after appealing unsuccessfully for it to be taken down; they were subsequently 
accused of causing £50,000 worth of damage to recently delivered Italian marble 
tiles.  
 

“Police were called but apparently decided it was a civil matter. 
 

To make matters worse, the neighbours have submitted a planning application for a 
huge renovation project, including a basement excavation under the garden. 
 

Apparently, the row of houses has been blighted by conversion work for years. Large 
basement conversions are known to be particularly intrusive.” - Mail online 

The opinions expressed by writers of articles (even with 

pseudonyms) and letters appearing in this publication are 

those of the respective authors and do not necessarily 

represent those of The Faculty of Party Wall Surveyors. 

© The contents of this journal are copyright of the Faculty 

of Party Wall Surveyors and the respective contributors. 

Reproduction in part or in full is forbidden without the 

permission of the editor or the author/creator of the 

article/feature. 
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Members: Please ensure 

your details on the Faculty’s 

website are correct.   
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