In order to get a degree of consistency in the interpretation of the rules affecting the playing of the 1sthole at Les Mielles Jeremy Caplan, former member of the rules committee of the R&A, was invited down to Les Mielles to give his opinion he was accompanied on the course by Jon Le Brun, Chris Frost, Herbie Jennett, Ashley Reddyhoff, Hilary Nicholson and Tony Boyd Knight.
After a brief discussion the application of rule 26-1/1 was accepted as a given. An explanation of which is below. 
The term “known or virtually certain” was introduced to the Rules of Golf in 2008 and its application has not always been completely understood or appreciated by some players.  The principle application of this term has been related to determining if a ball was in a water hazard or lateral water hazard.
On course officials use the book, “Decisions on the Rules of Golf” for guidance.  As is stated in that book, “The purpose of the Decisions on the Rules of Golf is to clarify matters that may not be entirely clear from the Rules of Golf.”  The meaning of “Known or Virtually Certain” is discussed in Decisions 26-1/1.
26-1/1 Meaning of "Known or Virtually Certain"
When a ball has been struck towards a water hazard and cannot be found, a player may not assume that his ball is in the water hazard simply because there is a possibility that the ball may be in the water hazard. In order to proceed under Rule 26-1, it must be "known or virtually certain" that the ball is in the water hazard. In the absence of "knowledge or virtual certainty" that it lies in a water hazard, a ball that cannot be found must be considered lost somewhere other than in a water hazard and the player must proceed under Rule 27-1.
When a player's ball cannot be found, "knowledge" may be gained that his ball is in a water hazard in a number of ways. The player or his caddie or other members of his match or group may actually observe the ball disappear into the water hazard. Evidence provided by other reliable witnesses may also establish that the ball is in the water hazard. Such evidence could come from a referee, an observer, spectators or other outside agencies. It is important that all readily accessible information be considered because, for example, the mere fact that a ball has splashed in a water hazard would not always provide "knowledge" that the ball is in the water hazard, as there are instances when a ball may skip out of, and come to rest outside, the hazard.
In the absence of "knowledge" that the ball is in the water hazard, Rule 26-1 requires there to be "virtual certainty" that the player's ball is in the water hazard in order to proceed under this Rule. Unlike "knowledge," "virtual certainty" implies some small degree of doubt about the actual location of a ball that has not been found. However, "virtual certainty" also means that, although the ball has not been found, when all readily available information is considered, the conclusion that there is nowhere that the ball could be except in the water hazard would be justified.
Jeremy agreed that if a ball was struck towards the water hazard to the right of the 1st hole it would not be possible to be “virtually certain” that it had entered the hazard because of the position of the bushes and shrubs in front of the hazard and that the ball could be lost in that area. His view was that if those bushes were not there and the ground in front of the hazard was maintained at a closely mown level, then if the ball was not found either in front or to the left side of the hazard or on the 9th fairway over the hazard then it would be reasonable to conclude with “virtual certainty” that the ball was in the hazard.
Jon Le Brun said that he was not prepared to remove the bushes but asked whether it was possible to extend the margin of the water hazard to include this area. All parties involved agreed that this would be the best solution.
As of Saturday 24th June 2017 the water hazard at the 1st hole will be extended to include the area of trees/bushes that are presently in front of that hazard. The area of closely mown ground between those bushes and the hazard will be allowed to grow out. At a date to be announced a tall “flag pole” will be erected to the side of the 9th green to give a visual reference point for strokes that are struck in that direction. It is recommended that someone in each group playing from the medal tees stands on the bank adjacent to the tee box to observe the line taken by tee shots.
A shot that has clearly been struck to the far side of the 9th green cannot be deemed to be in the hazard and if not found would have to be treated as lost outside the hazard.
Jeremy felt that although there are two separate water hazards in front of the 9th green it made little difference to the subsequent playing of the hole which one it was deemed the ball had entered and that this was a matter of judgement for the playing group concerned. A diagram of the layout of this area is attached and will be posted on the notice boards.
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