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Beént David

Fiom: Lemas John

Eotrtz 24 October 2013 1031

o Bent David; Newman Jane; Palmer Clare

Salsject: FW. Coverltand itd - Backdale Quarry and Wagers Flat

From Covetlend’s agent i resaons2 to my reminder,

Friorm: Simon Heston [neaiite:

Sant: 24 Qciober 2013 10:25

Te: Lomas John

Cox peternunt : "Andrew Daly’; "Johr Church’
Sulect: RE: Coverland Ltd - Backdale Quarry and Wagers Flat

Dear John
vy apologies for the delay in responding, aithough, i truth, | dot't think we have much to say at the momant,

Your letter of 3 Santembar made clear that you were still wrestling with your combined considerations as to
whether winring and working of minerals har permanantly ceased and whether vou have a duty 1o make a
prohibition arder. Obviously we have already expressed in writing cur views on those matters (as weil as outhring
them at our last meeting) and are conssious that, as per your letter, we can only properly understand the Cournicii's
posthion once you have venorted 1o the Committee andt they have imade their decision.

Ag we had already tabled a serigs of nroposals to vou for Wagers Flat and Backdale Quarry and indicated the
rectamaticn/restoration aspects of these schemes we tid not really see any merit in having a further meeting o
adivance of your committee.

[ would though point out that your lettzr indicates thai if the Council was to make a Prohibition Qrder it would need
te include 3 restoration scheme. My client wishes me o re-iterate our view that, in praciizal termns, this is one of the
main considerations and their proposais have the planning benefit of defivering some rectamation/rastoration
without the need (0 burder: the public purse through the making of an order and assembling an asscciated
rasloration scheme. My client’s droposais are based on practicaifviahiity/deliverability considerations, which i am
sure you will agree the NPPF places great eraphasis upon.

We woult he: most grateful if you and your coilzagues, in reporting o the Plasning Coramittee, ¢zn maxe cizar that
R propasals outlined in your letter nove been tabled and we wish the members 10 be awsre that we see the

submission and aeterminatinn of thase schemes as & more practical and heneficizl way of coniributing to the

resolution of sume long stendirg issues as opposed to the costs and time delays of puisuing formal nrohibition,

in the meantime we are gratelul for vour advice concerning the potential for greater transparency ir the reponting

an¢ public invalvement in the Committee Meebing on this matter. In this regard, it would be most helpful it vou

could lev us know when vour nen-confidential report becomes avaiiable and also, in due course. confirmaiion that

the ilem is definitely on the agenda for 15th November Commiitee.

Best regaros.

Yours sincerely

Simesy

Jiman Heaton
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/ﬁ Hegiors:! Olfies Caviendici L,
British Bipnay ilgdinlon, Hope Yiiley, Ceibysibs
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17 Seplember 2013

Mr Johm Lomas

Peaak Disirlct National ®ark Authority
Altlorn House

Basiow Rond

Bakewail

Damyshire DE4AS 1AE

Rew John

LONGSTONE EDGE EAST, REVIEW OF OLD MINERAL PERMISSION

Further to your srmall of 8 Seplember 2013 ragarding (he above malier, | thoughi i may b of some assiience If |
summarised the British Fluorsper Ld (BFL) pasition regecding s voue wrine to yowr magort io commiites on Friday
11 Oolpbar,

Longsiore Edpe Epst it the 1202 ministesal psmsasion poverng Hachdals, Wager's Flai and Peask Pasbie
although pari of the original consent, the aciive cpen caut workings on Longstone Etge are sublsol io 8 separats,
modern planping pamission, The longsione Buge Fosi gres 15 held witin & mumber of tiiferent land owharships
with BFL as sutsesgor in Wie 19 Glebe Mings Lo, relsining the interas! in e minaals nodih of Bramiley Lane and
in the arsa knewn ps Peak Pasiure. Thess arcas have never been worked but beanefii fioin e 1832 cansend as
ntarretsd by the Court of Appesi ie. the right lo eximet fuorspar, barvies and tknlisd amounts of Besions won
% @ resuat,

The Envionment Act 19935 provider for pariotiic reviews of miness! planning permissions (ROMPS) and the S8
Reguiadens 2008 srovtde Tor he mmaking of m probibition ardier whare & minersl pernisslon has heen susponded for
more than bae years. Undar ihoase reguifions the MBPA may veques] an Esvironmanisd Sintermant with 2 desdiline
for subsmission, i this Information s nol supalied by ihe presonhed daie then the ol enters sulomeiis suspanuion,

in tha case of Lengatone Edge Fast this deie was 51 October 2010, # k& undersiizod dwt Gishe Mines Lid supplied
some nfermation bul thiz was not sonsidersd compreheneivs by the Autharlty, nor wae & sgread i Glebs Mines Lid
wars D appiisant inr e FOME.

Longatone Sdge Enst eniered aviomalic suspansion on 1 November 2040, In cader for the Authordty 1o serve 2
prohibilion ordsr the Aulhorhe mugl be confident eil the resumplion of sinning and working is unliely, Prior lo
Lengelons Edge Fas! enlerihig aulomebc suspetsion e Authority gietvied permission for tha surasion of
fuorsper wi Tearsall, Borsll Moor, by open pit methiods. Thiz plening permizslon wea grented subjec! 10 the
compistion of 8 8108 Agrapment Oné af the provisions of i Tearsall 8108 Agreenient is:

ot to carry sut w inndng or wadkdng of fuorspsr of sepeciaied voln niinersls on e Longslone Edgn fand,

fii} For a minium of 4 yesrn begining S the dale oF the planning penrlssion; and

i Al my Bme affer the periog of 4 yearg reforred Io in (e} above whilsl ihe winning or working of minsrsls Iz
toking piwce on ike Tewssl land pursuant io the planiing pirmisaion,

Thwe Tearzall deglsion noline was seast e 29 Juna 2040 and the $108 Agieemery sipred on 24. June 2010, On
s besie the Authorily recegaiaed Clebe Mines Lid's rigitl to wosk thelr portion of Longeivne Edpe Eas! and sought
a tomnorery Sussation of these rghls in suchange fur working Tearsall,

British Fluorspar Lig
Resghkriation by, 5050701
VAT No, 13TT2007Y7
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Longstene Bdge East wand inie aviomatic suspension on 1 Novembar 2010, thatl is ssaniy five monthe slier Slsbe
Mines Lid sgreed nol io work their intarest for & pefod o at least four years. I was thamfars clar lo the Authority
Ihat Glebe Mines Lid offll miandad 1o work Peak Pesturae and lempormily Yaded theew dyghis pror io the sile
enistng stiomsic suspension.

As 1o the fact that Glebe Minus Lid did not suppiy & full envirenmantal statenent, the teoms of the Teasal 3168
Agreemeni would hove rendened this work eborlive and voneceseary. An snvitotunental sistement is & conipax
mrocess whin 8 imiind perdod for which the sssessmant of Impacis and miligetion are applicetds, Undentaking the
produciion of an envionmenial stalnmiant whan there wag no prospect of working Peak Pasiure for 4-pened of not
legg than four vears w0iid nol reprasent sgonomic or indusiry best prediice.

On the pasis of ihe above K ia censldared that i wouid bo Inapproprigte for the Authoddiy to seek & prohibiion crder
on the and cunirolied by BFL es 1 hes bean daany demonstmisd (hai thare has beaa én inlartion o win ant work
minerads in the Longeinne Bdge Fael srea undsr its condrel.

1 shipuiid alao be noted that the Peak Pasture jand is siill considered s poientially valuatie mineral rasewve by BFL
and i tide paiod in Bme i is rsganded as an area et will be warked st some point in the fuiums.

| trust that the sbove claiffies Geitish Fluorspar Lid's posilion wilh regevd 1o this mabler. However, % s ..,
yndersiood thai this remains & compilcated lssue Inttarocked wilh olher exiema! intaresis. To ihis end BFL wouid
waigome the apporfunily iy work with the Authordly 1o anxpiore any mutusly beneficial cpponunitfes. I you think
thers would be some benefii In meeiing io dlacuss the metier further do not hesilale 1o gei in coniact

Yours ainc‘:raly

PETERHOBINSON
Chalrman, BFL

11 DEP A JL-PR-JT-1001 ook
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Tel: 05629 816203

Faa: 1629 216310 P A K
E~mai’: customer. mm@pmkdlmlctgwuk

Web: www peabdistrict.gov.uk

Mineom: 01629 816319 DI 5 T r-t g il )

Aldern House - Baslow Road - Bakewell . Derbyshirs  DE4S 1AE

N.&IIONAL PARK AUT‘.EO‘RI"‘Y

Amon! H;j:ﬁzng vornt SCHHPL/Coveriand/2013
9 The Square ourer  WILAP 2362
Keyworth bae 3™ September 2013
Nottingham “ it
NG12 8JT

By email
Dear Mr Heaton,
Longstone Eciye East
Review of Oid Mineral Permission and Poteniial Prohibition Ordor
Further to my previous acknowledgement of your lefter dated 11™ June 2013, and my email last

week, | apologise again for the delay In sending 2 response. The issues in this case, of
whether or not the Autherity considers whather winning and working has paimanently ceased
and therefore whether or not the Authority has a duty 10 make a prohibition order, are complex
and we have had to take more time to consider them with Counsal. Yhatever decisions the
Authority comes to on these issues, there is a possibility of subsequent iegal nroceedings.
Therefore, | have had to ensure that the Authordy has the best possible advice.

| am now intent on taking a report to the Authonty’s Planning Committes on Friday 11" Qctober.
iwill include in that report details of the correspondenne with and on beha!f of Coveriand Ltd.

The Authority has to bring fo a conclusion its consideration of this case under Regulation 268 of
The Town and Country Planning {Environmentsl Impact Assessment) Regdations 1999 as
amended by the Town snd Country Planning (Environmental Impast Assessment) (Mineral
Permissions and Amendment) (England) Regulations 2008,

The 2008 Regulations were enacled by Government to require updatad information to be
submitied in respeci of stalled ROMPs. in respact of the minerel permission at Longstone Edge
East the National Park Authority gave a deadline of 31" October 2010 for the necessary
environmental and other information required. Tha information was not provided and the
minerals nermissions went into automatic suspension on 1 November 2010. ¥ gfter a period of
2 yeers in automatic suspension the relavant information required by the Regulatiocns has not
been provided, the Authority has to consider whether the winning and working of minerals has
permanently ceased and it has a duly to make an order prohibiting the resumpticn of minersl
developmaent.

Our ressclution of this matter was delayed by the difficuities we identified with the Regulations

and the nead to clarfy those with Government. The Government's response effectively left it

with the Authorily to determine whether or not it has a duty. | will now be putting our
considerations and our Counsel's legal advice on this matter to Planning Committee,

At our meeting on 10™ May we discussed Coverland’s proposals for future restoration and use
of Backdale and Wagers Flgt. idy letler of the same date had addressod some of those matiers

Momber f ti:e Assoctation of Natinel Perk Arthoifis . Hcidor of Counion of Evape Dighyra 1~

Chief Executive, Jir Don
Chair Topy Faved M3E  Deputy Chair, Seoff Nickoids
Worldng fogeiher for the Peak District Netional Park:
= Where boauly, vitclity and Giccovery meet ot the hear? of the nation «

Any information given to tha Autherty may br disGlogad under the Fresdom of information Act 2000
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and als¢ consdered the minerals issues. At the meeting | advised that, in our without prejudics
view, the minerals issues and Coverland’s nor-minersls pronosals should be considered
independently..

With respect to Coverlend's non-minerals proposals, in your letter dated 11" .june you finked
these to the mingrals issues by stating that Coverland remains of the view thet the Authority
should not make a prohibition order at thie time whilst Coveriand submits ils proposals.

Although | understand this viaw, and the reasons you gave in your letter, | explained af the
mesting that f our consideration of evidence concludes that winning and working had
permanently ceased and the Authoriiy had a duty 10 make a prohibition order, then our iegal
advice is that we would be obliged to do so.

It was on thal basis that | encouraged Coverland fo pursue non-minerals progosals as a
separate entity from the minerals ‘ssues, with e merits of the proporals put forward for the
Authority fo consider.

At the Flanning Commiltee meeting | will report cur consideration of the evidence about
whether winning ard working has permanently ceaset and committee wil! be asked fo make a
decision on the evidence available. Because of the possibility of consequent legal procesdings
the report may be confidential. | will advise you agsin on this matier.

With respeci to restoration of the worked areas, thera are several ways this can be progressed.
If the Authority was 1o make a prohibition order it would nesd to includ? a restoration scheme.
Alternativeiy, tha restcration of the sile could be sacured sither through a scheme which formed
part of a ROMP submission, or, tiwough a scheme that was reiated to an alternative planning
proposal.

There are some other points in your latier of 117 June that i wish to comment on at this stage.

At the meeting wa discussed the removal of stone from Wagers Flat.  Subsequent to the
meeting | was advisad that Peter Hunt s seeking funding to be used in part to re-instete dry-
stone vealls. For grant purposes, the stone used must be from & source which has the baenefil
of planning permission. The recovery and use of the stockpiles of sione cannot lawfully take
place 2t Wagers Flat since the planning permission is in suspension, The permission is for

fluorspar, baryies and lead and any other minerals won in the course of working. Based on the

court of appea! legal interpretation of the pemnission, the removal of Imestone would be
unlawfut even if the permissicn were not suspended. We acknowledge, howaver, that there are
advaniages 1o limestone overburden bsing removed from VWagers Flat for walling on the
holding. In particuiar it s a sustainabla ootion in iamms of proximity io tha walling, and it would
increase the amount of walling that could ba realised with the finance available. Peter was
thereiore advisec by Rebekah to submil an applicator to anply for permission fc remove 1,000
tarnes of iimestons overburden from Wagers Fiat for the slone wailing.

Other works discussed such as removal of barms (bunds), amendments toframoval of
buildings, use of on-gite limestene aggregate within the 1952 psrmission area, would naed to
be the subject of an epproved restoration schems.

One other aspect that | need to advise on at this stage i8 the possible implications of geclogical
mnstability for Coveriand’'s proposals in Beckdale,. We have taken spocialist advice on the
stability anc safely issues. Basged on thet advice, use of the area within the uppar quarry is not
viable becauss of tha risk of tha quamry faca coligpaing.
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| suggest that it would be useful for us to arrange a further meeting to discuss Coverland’s
intention to submit an alternative proposal. If your client agress with this please suggest
suitable dates. Prior to & further meeting it would be useful if Coveriand could provide some

more details of the propcsals, possibly with plans.
Pigase aiso let ma know if further discussion is required st presant on the other content of this
leiter

Yours siniceraly

John Lomas
i rof La Polic
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Heaton|Planni

Plasn:ing Consuitants
My Ref: SCH/HPL/Coverland/2013
Your Ref:
Date: 11" june 2013

John Lomas

Director of Land Use Policy

Pcak District Mational Park Authority
Aldern House

Baslow Road

Bakeweil

Derbyshire

DEAS 1AE

SENT BY EMAIL AND POST
Pear Mr Lomas,

LONGSTONE EDGE
POTENTIAL PROMIBITICK ORDER

| refer to our meeting on 10th May 2013 with my clien!, Coverland Ltg, their
Planning Consultant, John Church and your colieagues, David Bent and John Scott.

You suggasted that it might be anpropriate that we writ2 to you offering our views
on the correspordence between your Authority and the Treasury Solicitor in regard
to the above and i the light of your forthcoming report to the Planning Committee.
Our comments are therefore as follows:

Having considered the correspondence with the Treasury Solicitor it is apparent
there Is agreement that # must a2ppear to a MPA that winning and working of
minerals or the davositing of wasie have permanently ceased before it is under a

duty to make a Prohibition Order.

However, an important point that appaars {0 smerge from ine correspondence is
the Treasury Sclicitor's view that after 2 years of suspension an MPA would not ba
acting rationally in not finding or assuming that worling had permanently ceased.
This aspect would seem to be further emphasised by 2 intarrelated points you made
at the meeting.

1. The tocus of your consiterations is principally on Backdale and Wagers Flat
areas of the Longstones Edge {LE] permission

2 That other areas of the LE permission have either been restored or
regenerated - to the satisfaction of the MPA

9 The Square, Keyworth, Nostingham, NG212 51T
Tel Fux il

Hewven Ploraise ox the reacing page for Monron Piannag foon
Baapastuted ofivte — 12 Fodateal Reud ¥ ol Badptoed Yiosuiegiens, MG 9A% Rejiprze-d Na, 4986230



It therefore appears to us that the WiPA is simply at the same point it was i bask i
September 2312 - when Coverland wrote to vou — considering whether it is now
expedient and in the public interest to make a Prohibiticr Order. In this regard the
suggestions we Ut 10 you in our letter remain broadly relevant — see attached lester.
A key point being a request for the Autherity not to make a Prohibition Order whilst
Coverfand bring forward preposals that would help securg the reclamation,
restoration and end-uses for those elements of the LE permission that are your main
focus

We can only surmise, based on the current circumstances and the correspondence
exchange with the Treasury Solicitor, that the likely view of the MPA s that wining
and working has permanently ceased in the LE permissian and that the MPA is now
focussed on reciamation, restoration and end-uses particularly for the Backdale and
Wagers lat areas.

Assuming this is the case we still remain firmly of the view that, in the light of the
proposals tabled by Coverland at our meeting — involving thelr own proogsals for
reclamation, restoration and end-uses of Backdaie and Wagers Flat - it is sensible
and in the public interest not to make a Prohibitton Order at this point in time whilst
Ceveriand submit these proposals o you.

In short, we cannot see the point of axpending public monay on preparing an Order
(eith the cost of professional and tachnical input} when Coveriand continue to
pursue a practical and delivarable approach io reclamatior of thesz areas. Rather
than spending public funds and pursuing legal/formal channels, which wiit then
potentially result in time and costs for Coverland, thete is in our view rexi merit in
allowing Coveriand the opportunity to present you and your members with some
practical and beneficial proposals which will Inciude the recovery and use of certain
valuable materials on site, as well as taling into accourt estallished uses {ie.
ongaing business use) that help facilitate delivery,

in this regard we viould highlight proposals to restore Wager Flat, which Incluce:

* Recovering valuable walling stonie from old overburden for use on the estate
{which generally appears to fall under the ausoices and spint of agricultural
permitted dovelopment rights - GPLO, Part 6, Class )

@ Removal of old haul read berms that detract from the local landscape

* Use of overburden and material from the berms 0 infiil the old void at
Wagers Flai

* Seeding, plenting and fercing of the site

* Recovery and use/export of currently stockpiles processed stone (aggregate)
- 10 help offset the costs of the engineering and restoration works and to
ensure that readily available valuable construction materials are not wasted
{further 10 our meeting Coverland has assessed the stockpiles and estimates
they contain approximately 15-20,003 toanes of usable processed stone}

9 The Square, Kevworth, Mottingham, NGI2 §f1
Tel Fix el

Aeador Flasery, v b ssading aae Sar Pores Plagpige 1o
Repisrreed sffior « 13 Beidgly 1d xnu.. L ey Bndpl‘ i Numingbam, MG 2 988 Regairced No 4706358
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The indicative imescale for these worls is around 2-3 months.

Proposals to retonslise uses ang restore/recleim areas at Backdale Quarry,
Including:

e Clarification of established use within existing buildings

* Bring forward replacemant buildings and improve the visual appearance of
the site

e LUse of on-site matarial to butiress and batter against the old quarny faces
to improve safety and integrity of the jaces

» Seeding/planting

Wea did menticn the knpending submission of an anplicaton for a certificate of
lawful development/use, based on the cuntinuing use of the buliding at Bacxdale
Quarry. In general tarms you seemed to accept the basis and history behing this
submission, which is reflected in the bullet points above.

We muist stress our view that jeint working, co-operation and loca: engagement are
a far better means cf securing practical sciutions in relativaly short timescales rather
ther the instigation of formal proceedings, which are ime consuming. costly ang
dgivert all parties away from securing the best land-use outcomes.

We would be graieful # you douid bring these comments ard proposals to the
attention of your Planning Commiiize and would welcome any help you can give in
ensuring some weight is attached to these considoretions when coasidering the
question of making a Prchibition QOrder.

Yours sincerely,

Eimon Heston
Hegton Mlarnmg

9 The Square, Keyworth, Nowtingham, NG12 51T
Tel tPax eimail

Heitore Flyiarang ax the rradierg name tav Hegtar Placnmg Lid
Reganteend wifvw w12 Badeford %0, Wt @ ndgheed. Narriaghan, Y2 63K Regisiored Vo 4TRE25T



Wb weow poaizdiatricr. gov uk -
Mimcom: 01625816319 ‘
Aldern House . Baslow Road . Bakewell . Derbyshwe . DE4S 1AE

Tel: 01629 816200 2
Fax: 01629 £16310 P E A K
E-mail: customor.servicod poakdistrics.gov.uk

DISTRICT

NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY

Mr Peatar Hunt
Coveriand UK Lid
mansfieid Road ownt 2382
Bramiey Vale . 10 May 2013
Chesterfield pete ad

544 5GA

Your ref:

Dear ¥ Hunt
) £ b - B; ale Qu

| am writing further to the meeting on 13" March 2013 where your draft proposals for the
redeveiopment of Backdale Quarry were discussed with Jim Dixon, David Bent, Carol Parsons
and Sarah Foster. Since that meeting officers have considered the proposais in more detait
and would like to make the following without prejucice comments in response to the concepts
informally submittad to us at this staga.

Pionosed Davelchment
The draft propnsals we have seen consist of the foliowing alements, in summary.

A mountain biking 'hub’ with associated indoor activity centre/café
Mcuntain bike frails

A building housing an indoor bike centre

A building housing an indoor activity centrefadditional Indoor bike centre
A future building providing 1,350sqm expansion space

Approximately 302 parking spaces

Azpline

Restoration of Wagers Flat and Backdale

&« B & & 8 & & =B

Minerals |ssues

The Authority expecis to see the resioration of Backdale Quanry ard Wagers Fiat. Wa have
previously given advice on alternative devalopment proposals for the site in a letter dated 26
February 2012, the principles of which still apply. Since that time the 1952 plarning permissior
has gone beyond the 2 year suspension period and thal has implicafions on how
redavelopment proposais are viewed against policy.

The site has had a long and complex planning history and achieving a satisfactory pianning
resolution to mineral extraction across the whole of the Longstore Edge East area would
present the opporiunity for environmental enhancement.

Mambar of the Associanon of Nebones Park Authonties Holder of Counnt of Europe Digioma i
= e— — Chief Exacutive. +m Daxon '
Chair Tony Favoll MBE  Deputy Chalr: Geoff Nickolds
Working togather for the Poak Distnict Nations! Park:
= Where beauty, vitalily and discovery meet st the heart of the nation «

Any informetion given lo the Authordy may be disclosed under tha Freedom of information Act 2000
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in pnnciple thereiore tive Authority would wslcome proposals o ragradefiandscape and restore
{he Backdale quarry in particular, although it is noted that tha existing topography and nature of
the quarry Taces impose a number of restoration limilations, Achieving restoration of Wagers
Flat Is also an important objective.

Policy NilN1 of tha Peak District Core Stratogy would support in principle a planning spplicatior
necassary to achieve the restorafion of thase quarries. Restoration would also represent an
enhancement oj the National Park in line with Policy GSP2 of the Core Strategy.

Generally under planning permissions for minerals sites, when mineral axtraction ceases al:
builgings and plant need to be removed. [New built development on former mineral sites is not
generally supported. Therefore, the Authority wouid nead to ensure that if f ware o support
your proposal in the form pul forward or gny revised form, it was for excepiional circumstances
that d:d noi establish a precedent for other mineral sites within the [Nafiongl Park, including
ather controversial mineral sites.

it appears, from your proposals ardd the discussions, that for the restoration of Wagers Flat you
suggest moving some 53,000 cubic metres of materal from Backdale and use some 10,0060
cubic melres of meterial already in Wagers Flat.  You further propose for the restoration of
Backdale to move some 20,000 cubic melres of material from Wagers Flat and uge existing
mater:zl in Backdsale which you estimate as approximetaly 310,000 and 219,000 cublc metres.

As you are aware the Longstone Edge East site as a whole is in ‘automaiic suspension’. This
covers both the Wagers Fiat and Backdzle areas. As & conssquencs. no further mineral
extraction can be undertaken on site nor can any meterial be removed from the Longstons
Edge East planning permission arsa. Theoretically therefore, matenial coulkd be taken from
Backdale ‘o Wagers Flei (or vice versa) for ulitisation in restoration. Howeve:, any moved
matarial could not be used as part of construction actvity; its only permitted use would be as an
integral part of restoration works.

You do not illustrate the proposed restorgtion profile for Wagers Flgt, therefore we are unable 1o
indicate whether or not the proposed restoretion scheme wou'd be acceptable or not.  in
principle the Authority would be willing io s2e either VWagers Flat restored to the level of the
surraunding land or be restored t0 a profie coniaining a central hollow depression as you
suggested in your pravious scheme put forward i January 2912,

The Authority would have concerns reiating to the number of vehicie movements that tha
combired 73.000 cubic metres of material being moves would yenerate between Wagers Flat
and Backdale. We would prefer 1o sce the relevant meatenal retained within each site for
utiiisation in restoration. You wouid thorefore neec¢ to clearly arliculate why it is considerad
necessery in particular to move the materia! from Wagsrs Fiat and replace’ # with matesial from
packdaie. The Authonty also hes some concemn relating to the practicaity of using the
unclassified County road due to the gradients, alignment and scale of the road.

The proposed rasioration profile for Backdzla is only set oul ik a broad ilfustrative nanner ard
as such # is difficult o give any spscific comments. In principla howsver the Authority would be
likely to support some benching works and would encourage the placing of existing matenal
against tha lowar querry face The Authority would be concerned about the stability of the
quarry face with regard io any propossals io encoursge public access to the quamy
face/benches and the piacing of development below the face/benches.

As you are aware the Authority still has io consider whether or not to make a Prohibition Order
for the Longstons Edge East permission. In the coming weels a report to Planring Committee
wifl ask Members to reach a conclusion ori this issue. i & Prohibition Order were ic be served i
would need to be accormpanied by & restoration stheme, which would involva re-profiling of
Wagers Flat and Backdale but purely utilising matarial afreedy in each respectve site
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Principle of Redevelopment

On the assumption that the above minerals issues can be overcome, the first paint to estabiish
Is what support exists in adopted policy for the kind of development being proposed.

At the highest level, ihe National Park’s two statutory purposes are to:
» Conserve anc enhance ine natural beauty. wildlife and culiura; heritage

« Promote cpportunities for the uncerstanding and enjoyment of the spacial qualities of
wational Parks by the Public

¥/hen Nationsl Parks carry out these purpases they also have the duty to:

« 3eek to foster the economic and social walibeirg of local communitias within the
Natonal Parks

I Kignt of this, parbcularly with reference te the second purpose and the dity, the Peak District
National Park iJanagement Plan suppoits various tourist related aclivities within the National
Park'’s boundary under poiicies Wi1, WI2 and Wi4. The promotion of leisure cycling is a
particular aim, as 13 encouraging sectors of sociely currently underrepresented in visitor
slalistics. Policy £82 of the Management Plan promotes economic diversity i the National
Park.

In this respect, there woulkd be some strategic level support for & cycling hub within the National
Park, subject to compiiance with detalled pianning policies and the overarching principle that
consetvation and enhancement of the landscape ultimately takes priority. Some of thesa policy
considerations have already baen outiined in the letier to you deted 20 Fabruary 2012,

Policy GSP1 of the Core Strategy seeks to ensure ‘hat all developmant looks to achieve the
conservziion and enhancement of the Naticnal Park. The scale of the leisure use prmposed s
hkely to resuit in the proposals being classified as ‘major development’ under the definition in
the Development Management Procedure Order by virtue of the site area and/or floorspace
created. Policy GSP1 indicates that major devsioprant shoulkd not take place within the
Netional Park other than in exceptional circumstances and that major davelopment will only be
parmitted following rgorous consideration of the criteria in the National Plarning Policy
Framework.

Folicy GSP1 doss also go on to indicate that: “Where a proposal for major developmeni cari
demonstrate o significant net benefit o the Naiionai Park, every effari to mitigate potential
focalised harm and compensate for any residual harm lo the zrea's valued characleristics
would be expected fo be secured *

Other relevant policies within the Core Strategy include, but are not necassarily Emited to, those
relating fo landscape protection and enhancement (L1) as well as specific recreation and
tourism policies. RT1 is particulary relevant to these proposals and any future apgiicaﬂon
would nezd to show how its provisicns have been considered. At the meeting on 13® March
officers outlined the kind of evidence we would need to ses to justify why such a facility needs
to be located in open countryside in the National Park (RT1B) e.g. existing provision of such
facilitios slsewhere in the country, levels of demand, types of users, and benefits of the physical
iocation of Backdale over and above any other generic logation.

In assessing the proposals against these policies at this draft stage, there are elements which
appear 1o be more closely related to the National Park’s Management Plan aims and statutory
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purposes than others. | would, for example, ba more izult In policy terms to justify why a zip
wire ot an induor skate park require a National Park {ocation. These more generic, unrelatec
elements of the proposals should be reconsidered and either scaled back or removed entirely,
leaving the focus on those elements such as mountain biking, which viould claarly benefit from
the propused location and are more closely aligred with our policies and strategic aims as an
Authority,

Depending upon its final, constituent parts, the proposal may constlute a departure fom the
develoomeni plan and would nead 1o be adverlised and considered as such. You have nct
asked us to consider a screaning opinion for environmental assessment: however it is ikely that
the Authority would reguire an environmental staternernt for a davalopment of the scale and type
indicated in the oulling proposal given its likely regioral significance and potential impact upon
its wider setting

Dagian issuze

A clear and holistic masterplan appreach foi' the site would be of banefit to all those who would
have an interest in the site’s redevelopment. This coutd indicate nove tha devalopment of ihe
site would be phased. As cumently shown, tha Auihonty is uniikely to grant approval for
‘expansion space’. Wz would need to fully understand what this may be used for, the impact of
it or whethar the likely demand of earfiar stages of the development is likely to be so high that
expansior space is reguired (panticulerly # the ‘non-essential’ elernents of the scheme are
stripped out).

As the propocals are in a sansitive location, a cocharont and high quality design approach {o
individual buildings and to car parking ar«d landscaping would be expected. Generic, industnal
sty'e sheds would not be acceptable.

bgress

Akhough the proposals appear to ulilise an existing access pont, the Highweys Authority
{Carbyshire County Council} would need to be consulied at an early stage as the use of ihe
access will be intensdied significantly.

Accass to the site by more sustainable means should also be considered, to align the scheme
with National Parl: policies. 302 car pariing spaces is significant provision and, regardiess of
the dasign implications of thet leve! of parking, in sustaingbilty terms such a high level of
parking in this locaton i & Mational Parl would need to be fully justified.

Potantiat Confilcts With Osher Activities

At the meeting ve raisec the issue of intensifving the use of existing trails in tve area by one
paiticular sector of users i.e. cyclists. As a result of such increased use, poiantial conflicts vath
other ugers could arige cin bridleways and roads in the locality.  The management of that woud
need to ba assessed and strategies clearly outlined to deal with i,

Pre-application Consuliation
There ig ikely to be a great deal of local interest i this scheme and we would encourage you 1o

carry out early consultation with the pubiic and with siatutory consutess at a stage where it can
make significant differences to your final proposels.



Conclusions 207

There remain significant minerals and general policy issues and concemns to be resoived before
the deveiopment proposals can be meaningfully progressed. Overall, a final proposed scheme
weuld need o balance the banefit of the restoration of Backdale quarry against the impecis
likaly to arise from the proposed now leisure devalopment, and the Authonty would ultimalely
need io datermine wnether the proposais provide a sufficient net benefii to the Natioral Park
overail to outweigh any potential acvarse impacts of dsparture from policy.

As vith previous draft schemes for the site, certain aspects of the current proposat have merit
and ara woriny of being explored furthar and, in addition to adopted planning policy, there are
other material pianning corisiderations to ieke into account in this case e.g. the aims of the
Authority to promote cycling and te ensure the National Park atiracis a more diverse sector of
the population to visit the ares.

Ve look forward to lurther sonsideration with you of the advice in this letter.

Yours singarely

John Lomas
Director of Land Use Policy
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25 March 2013

Dear Mr Lomas
Stalled Reviews of Old Mineral Permissions and Prohibition Orders

Thank you very much for your letter dated 11 March 2013 and the extension of time you
have agreed for us to provide a response.

We are grateful that you have clarified your position. As modified by regulation 26B of the
2008 Regulations, paragraph 3 of Schedule 9 to the TCPA 1990 states that:

[(1) Where it appears to the mineral planning authority—
(a) that development of land—

(i) consisting of the winning and working of minerals; or
(i) involving the depositing of minerat waste, has occurred; but

(b) the winning and working of depositing has permanently ceased, the mineral
planning authority-

(i) must by order prohibit the resumption of the winning and working or the
depositing; and

(i) may in the order impose, in relation to the site, any such requirement as is
specified in sub-paragraph (3}.

(2) The mineral planning authority may assume that the winning and working or the
depositing has permanently ceased only when—

(a) no winning and working or depositing [for which permission is not suspended by
virtue of reguiation 26A(18)] has occurred, to any substantial extent, at the site for a
period of at least two years; and

(b} it appears to the mineral planning authority, on the evidence available to them at
the time when they make the order, that resumption of the winning and working or
the depositing [for which permission is not suspended by virtue of regulation 26A{18)]

to any substantial extent at the site is unlikely. - g

Lee John-Charles — Head of Division Lexcel o ( ‘}
Nesra Gajjar - Deputy Director, Team Leader ;;;;:;; e .Wg' iy
Litigation BS 5t oo b Bty w1 G s IXVESTOR 0 PROPL:
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Having considered the matter as it Is now put. we agree with your reading of paragraph
3(1)(b) of Schedule 9, namely that it must appear to a MPA that winning, working or
depositing have permanently ceased before it is under a duty to make a prohibition order.

However, in our view there are uniikely to be many cases in which, after 2 years’ suspension
an MPA would be acting rationally in not finding or assuming that working had perma nently
ceased. For this reason, we consider that any perceived disparity between the 2008
Guidance (“Environmental Impact Assessment and Reviews of Mineral Planning
Permissions™) and the 2008 Regulations would be minimal.

More importantly though, as is very well-known, guidance cannat change the law nor can #t
offer an authoritative interpretation. It is for MPAs to interpret the law and act in accordance
with that interpretation. As such it is for you, having taken Counsel's advice, to act in
accordance with the law as you see it. As set out above, your Interpretation is one shared by
the Department.

take the opportunity as part of this process of reconsidering the guidance and making any
amendments heeded to clarify the points you have raised. -

Finally, and most importantly of all given the present context of pre-action correspondence,
we would reiterate our position set out in paragraph 7 of our letter dated 28 February 2013
which your response of 11 March 2013 did not address, namely that in our view there is
nothing in this case that would justify the exceptional course of seeking an advisory
declaration, This is all the more so given what is said above.

Yours sincerely

Alexandra Lewenstein
For the Treasury Solicitor
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- 8 Litigation Group
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LAW AT THE HEART
OF GOVERNMENT Treasury Solicitor'a Department

One Kemble Street, London, WG2B 415

Mr John Lomas DX 123242 Kingsway 6

Peak District National Park Authority Switchboard: 6207 210 3000
Aldern House Do Lne:

Baslow Road '

Bakewell

Derbyshire Pleass Quote: Z1303084/ALL/BS
DE45 1AE Your Referance: JJLASS1

28 February 2013

Dear Mr Lomas

Stalled Reviews of Old Mineral Permissions and Prohibition Orders

1.

Lee John-Charles — Head of Divislon Le,)(ce F ofuss
Neera Gajjar - Deputy Director, Team Leader Rl daruqpnas eardee W
Litination BS it Rekisrin oz Usa® SHVIEETON 1% TRO

We represent ihe Secrstary of State for Communities and Local Government in the
matter raised in your letter of 15 February 2013 and draft Statement of Facts and
Grounds (SFG). This has, as you requested, been treated as formal pre-action letler
and this response is intended in the same way. | am using numbered paragraphs in this
letter for convenience. -

In summary, the Secretary of State's position is that the view initially taken by your legal
and minerals officers, as described in paragraph 3 of your letter, is correct. We
understand the alternative being put forward to be that in paragraph 5 of your letter,
namely that the regulations have the effect that "the Guty to make a prohibition order
arises only if the MPA has concluded that mineral operations have permanently ceased
other than as a result of the suspension”.

Unfortunately neither we nor Counsel from whom advice has been taken, properly
understand the argument in support of that altemative interpretation. In particutar,
paragraph 17 of the draft SFG Is extremely difficult to follow (not least because reference
is made to the “fundamental precondition™ without that being defined) and further the
proposed declaration does not appear to clarify anything one way or ihe other.

As far as it is possible to tell the argument seems to be based upon the wording in
regulation 26B(5). it appears to be suggested that paragraph 3(2)(a) of Sch 8 (read with
reg 26B(5)) requires that the permission is not suspended and therafore cannot apply in
3 situation where the permission is suspended.

The immediate response to this is that such a construction of the regulations would be
absurd and render tham meaningless given that the whole point of them was fo deal with

ik Sodinty drie d7ns
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the situation where operations have been suspended for two years, and in that situation
to convert the discretion to make a prohibition order into a duty.

€. Inany event, itis our view that the wording and effect of the regutations is clear and is as
described in the relevant guidance and as understood by your legal and minerals
officers, The words in regulation 26B(5} have the effect described in paragraph 16 of the
draft SFG, i.e. to ensure any winning, working or depositing which has taken place
during the suspension (and therefore uniawfully) does not prevent a prohibition order
from being made. Where no winning, warking or depositing has taken place, the
additional words added by regulation 26B(5) simply do not apply because there is
nothing for them to bite on: nothing has happenad so there has been no operation “for
which™ permission exists or does not exist. That Interpretation is not only sensible as a
matter of construction, but achieves the purpose of the regulations and is cansistent with
the guidance.

7. We would further respond on the issue of the appropriateness of your proposad course
of action, namely an application for an advisory declaration. Case law makes clear that
the court will only exercise its power to make such declarations sparingly and in
exceplional circumstances: see R (CND) v Prime Minister [2002] EWHC 2777 {Admin) at
15, 46, 47 and 52. In our view this is not such a case: the regulations are clear and
consistent with the relevant guidance and whilst your authority is entitled to take a
different view, that is a matter for you. We note what your letter says about the risk of
legal challenge but that involves specuiation and in any event is the case with any
decision taken by a public body.

8. I, iollowing consideration of this response, you still intend to pursue the matter we would
invite you to send a further letter before action and/or amended draft SFG setting out
your argument and proposed declaration with more clarity and also dealing with the
points made above. This will enable further and better consideration to be given to
these Issues before proceedings are commensed.

Yours sincerely

Alexandra Lewenstein
For the Treasury Solicitor
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Bant Devid

froam: Lomas john

Sont: 3C October 2012 12.30

To: dent David

Subject: FW. Lorigstone Edge East - Covarand UK Ltd,  H1108B
Attachresnts: Drawing Number 12063120028 2012 10 30 pdf

A3 discussed

Provs: John Church [mailto;

Santz 30 October 2012 10:51

To: Lomas John

Subject: Longstone Edge East - Coveriandg UK itd, H11CB

k1103
lohn:

Thank you for your E-Nait sent on 26 Qctobar 2012, | note its contenis and | lock forward to
receiving your further advice. in the meantime, we are now making significant progress with
regard to the developinent of proposals to the axient that we feel that & further meeting with you
would now be justified. 1t might, at this stege, be ore that could also be ihe subject of a brief walk
around to look at the arzas in quesiion. it is suggested that such discussions could concentrate
on five main issues:

1. The ciosure of the quairy and reinstatemant of exposed faces at Backdele Quarry followed
by its leyout as an employment siie. | am pieased io atiach 2 copy of drawing number
CL 206312.0028, prepared by Oasis Urban Design & Architecture Lid, showing how the site mighit
be laid out. It is considered that there is a clearly-dantifiad need to provide employmant
opporiunities in this manner where there can be & mix of new buildings, fit for individual purposes,
and also outside storage and display areas. We hone 10 bs able {o ideniify the type of potential
end user when we meet, in support of a balief that considerably in excess of 100 long-term jobs
may be created.

2. Wagers Flai. A strategy for the remcoval of slockpiled material remaing to be
agreed. Clearly, the above development will necassitate re-profiling of the axisting guarry finor to
randier it suitable fo be laid out in the manner envisaged. This will involva iha removal from the
quary of a significart amouni of material that i1s not auitable from a lnad-baaiing point of view, It
is considered that material stockpiled at Vagers Flat could be transported to Backdate Quany and
that the material at the quarry, comprising mainly compacted fines, coukl be used for the infilling
of the axcavation et Wagers Flat. ‘

3. The abovs davalopment would necessitate the upgrading of a haui road betweaern tha
rasnective working areas. This, it is intended,. would be shert-lerm in its usage after which the lins
of the haul road would be restored in 2n environmentally sensitive manner to a specification t¢ be
agreed with the Authoriiy and the Derbyshire Zounty Council

4, Wa have alrsady commenced discussions on the finding nf a mutvally acceptsbie problem
fo the permanent diversion of public fooipaths affected by the cuarrying operations at Backdale
Quarry. A site meeting with Officers of the County Counch has already {aken place and these
discussians will be coniinued with a view to an efficiant sclution being identifled.
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5. Since the last mesling, Coverland UK Lid has acquired further land adjoining Longstens
East. This area comprises part of an SS8I in respect of which Coverland UK Lid has already
been in discussion with your colleague, Rebecca Newman. R is considered that the time is
appropriaie fo discuss a project which, amongst other things, would see the restoration of
traditional fimestons walls in the S8SI and aiso the seiting ¢ the nearby Ancient Monument, the
potential for which has recently been discussed with both Rebecca end a representative of
English Heritage.

Pending a decision arising from the meeting on 16 November 2012, | shall be most grateful if you
wili lst me know whether you are amenable to the suggested meeting and, # so, whether you
viould agree that a walkover of the area, perhaps taking no more than an hour and involving Jim
Dixon, might be advantzgeous to all parties. | look forward to hearing from you accordingy.

With regards.

John Church
Att

John Churen Planning Consultancy Limitad
Victoria Buildings

117 High Street

Cray Cross

Chesterfieid

Derbyshire

545 9DZ

Tel.

Fax

E-maii:

Thiz e-mail and files or other data transmitted with it are confidential end intended so'ely for the use of the individuat
to whom it s acdressed. If you are not the intended recipient, disclosure, dissemination, ferwarding, printing .
copying s sirictly prohibited and you must not take any actior in reliance upon it Please notify the sender
immediztely and delele the inessage. Thank you.

This e-mail has been scannied for gl viruses by Star. The
service is powered by Messagelabs. For more information on a proactive
anti-virus service working around the clock, around the globe, visit:
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Teh 01629 816203
Fax: 01629 E163i0 P E A K
Ernail; cuebonmer service@ipeakdistuct. gov.uk

Web.: aww peaxdistrict gov.uk

Minizom: 01629 516313 _ DISTRICT

Aldern House . Baslow Road . Bakewell . Darbyshive . DS 1AE o o Vit s
NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY

John Church Planning Consultaney Ltd . _
Victoria Buitdings, 117 High Street Yourset  JC/LBMH110

Clay Cross currst  ABIV/AI2382

gmtggae;d pae. 26" Oclober 2012

By email:

Dear John
LONCSTOME EDGE BAST — COVERLAND UK LTD

| refer to your letter dated 5% September 2012 (received 19" September 2012) regarding
Longstone Edge East addressed to Jim Dixon, which he passed to me for a response. | ragret
the delay in replying — i vas essential that | discussed the cortents of the letter with my
colleagues in the lega! and minarals teams before doing so.

As you acknowisdge, the Longsione Edga East araa has a complex planning history. Eerilar
this vear, minerals officers mat with you and discussed your client’s propozals for a potential
optior: for seeing the resoviution of mineral exiraction in this sensitive srea. They expiained ai
that meeting tha process for the review of the old mineral permission (ROLIP).

Az recognised in your letler, the Authority has to consider tho issue of the serving of a
Prohibition Order after ihe site has been in aulumatic suspension for two years, and this two
yaar pariod ends on 31 October 2012, e note that you do not see any immediate benafit in
sitempting {0 da-siall the ROMP, but giso recognise thet you do not sea a Frohibition Order as
being tha most appropriate way forward. Your preposed timescale for moving forward potential
development scenarivs for Backdale, Wagers Flat and Caiver Park i3 duly noted, including the
raquast for the deferral of potential Prohibition proceedings until at least 317 Celober 2013, i.e.

a year.

Thiz has raised meiters which we naad to consider carefully, ard | have sought further jagal
advicz on the Piohibiilon Order requirements and procedures. | now naad 1o report on thogs,
together with your requast to delay consideration of the pursuance of a Prohibition Order, to
Planning Commitiee. 1 expect to be abis to do that to the mesiing on 16™ November 2012,
Pease note that the report will be a confidential itam becauss it will need {o considar the lagel
advice | receive. However, | will ensurs that your latter dated 5" September is included i its
entirety with the report.

Yours sincerely

John Lomas
Director of Land Use Pdlicy

¥
Afembe: of tra Asyzoiabor of Nelomsl Pavk Ashantan Heiderof Couwncd of Europe Diplorma -

' Cmief Exasutive: Jim Dixon
Chai. Tony Fovell Oy Char: Geoff Wickeide
Worlting fogeifer for the Puck Diztrizt Netional Perk:
. » Wirari: Brauly, vitality and discovery maat at the hoorl of tha netion «
Any informiation given fu the Authorly may be tiscixsed under the Fresdom of Informetion Act 2006
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Mr J Dixon M
Chief Executive sl wsnTan | oe ) s
Peak District National Park Authority i
Aldern House
Baslow Road
Bakewell
Derbyshire
DE4S 1AE
Dear Mr Dixan

Longstone Edge East — Coyeriand UK Ltd

Furthsr o the meating thal ook place eardler this yaer conueming the sbove land, we e
writing on behalf of our client, Coveriand UK Lid, {o outline the latast position and thinking and
to seek agresment of the Natinnal Park Authority to an iniflal way forwand,

We are well awara that the Longstone Edge East minera! planning permission and past
mineral workings present & compiax plenning background, which now requires & proactive
approach by all parties 10 fin¢ deoliverable planning sclutions In ordar fo secure the most
sustainable Tuture uses of the land.

in this regard, we deal baiow with the following maiiers:

Land and Mineral Infarpsts,

The Minerals Parmission and the Mirerals Review (ROMP),
FPoteniial Deveiopmeant Froposalg,

Rights of Way Matters,

Community Engagemsnt.

Joint Warlking and Progress Reporis.

Regquest for an Agreamant on the Way Forward,

Land I

Qur clierd, Coveriand UK Lid, has gained control of the interasis of Blsakiow industies Lid
and, 8 a consaguance, now owns significant areps of land, a3 shown on tha encloges
drawing. The Company aiso has minaral righls covaiing varous areas of land. These are
dascribad on the secompanwng exiract from e Land Reglsly enlry.

LOARERL AND UK Limited, Meapalola Hoad, Bramdey Ve, Chosorield, 244 S04
Tl Fax. i Wi e cornes e ulke, G

S shpeee  Bnotn YT S Faagi e O 28 pive
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Heving row scquired these fand snd miners! inleresis, Covedand UK iLid is giving
gonsideration o ali thelr aplians concerming:

The potential for future recovery of fluorspar and related flucrspar supply conslderations;
The nead for rectamation/restoration of iand;

The polentisl for deilvering development That can remesdiste and appropraisly landecape
disturbed araas;

Dslivering eolutionz and bonglils In respect of righte of wey issuss and access lo the
counirysida;

Eslabllahlng new uses thal can bring overall banelits {sconamic, sodal and environmental 1o
{e Peak Dislrict Nationa! Park.

In iemne of minenal working, Coverdand UK Lid is eware of fhe olenning history snd the
outcome of the legal acBons and the implicaiions that this has for any fulure minsral recovery,
The Company i@ also now in dislogue with e new owaers of Glebe Mines in ordar o
eatablish iheir intactions In terms of polantial minaral recovery from the arga to which the
Lengetone Edge East planning permission relates. As you will be aware, Coveriand UK Ltd
has a variely of mineral intorasts, Inciuding quamrying and mining operations, and % is
considensd imporiant that we conglder, as part of the work on the site options, any polenilal
benafiis of recowering minarels front the sile,

in summary, potential eptions are currenily heing considersd end Coverand UK Lid neads in
work with the ofner owners and, psricuiady, the Peak Disidol Malional Park Authority o
estabilel the beet and most susisinable cptions. far this [and.

The Minerals Permission and the Minerals Reviaw (ROMP)

We are aware that the Minerals Review (ROMP) of ths Longsione Edge East mineral sile is
stalied and thel o progress il would require the submission of & subsiantive bady of
imormation and evidencz, Alltough the sialing of the ROMP hee lad i tha miners] stie going
into gulematic suspension, i s appareni that there is oliil a valid planning peomission for
wineral axirectlon and that the Courd aclions have ostablished the nelure of any fuiure
working.

We acknowiedge ihal the Minaral Planning Autnerity is required fo consldsr the potential for
prohibiting furher minersl working after two years of fhe sile remaining in sutomatic
sugpension, ie aiter 31 Ccioher 2012, This Is nol shalghtforwerd though, as myard must be
had io the foilowing:



* Where the mineral operzfions have permanently cessad and wheilher thers gre
intenifong Tor Rurthar woildngs of the 2ie? .

= That varcus parties have land and minersl inforests and the Longsione Edge East
planning permission covers a large arva, geographically and geaiogically.

* Tha potantial to achieve affective and deliverabla resioration through he making of an
order. '

Having ragard Io the comments shove, wa do not eee any immistisle banalit In Coverdant UK
L atiempling o de-stall the ROMP, Al the same fima, we cannot discount the potenital for
some minersl recovery and do noi sse thal formal proceadings to prohibit fulire minem!
working !s an appropriaie way forwend in such circumslances where oiiter oplionz may seourg
batier, susiainabls outcomes In 4 cosl-offsclive mannar and aiso have the polanilal io bring
some closurs on the question of futurs mindrel Gperations.

Ve will axpand o thess points a itle laier in iha ielisr.
otantial Devei P is

¥Whilsl mineral recovery hae {0 be considered, you are aware fom the previous meeling snd
subsaquent cofrespundence ihal we ars working on 2 series of iinked developmant proposals
hat could deilver susisinabie fulure develbpment Such developmen! proposals could
present betier alternativer 1o mingral working and could remsdiate areae of past mineri
working snd defliver restoration and landecape anhancemant,

in onder fo deliver fulurs land uses, se well ne remedietionfrestoration, i may be necssaary (o
caivy oul operafions! phasss of davelapment and clwi enginoering operations. This wouid
Irchiede iniemal havlsga/movement and placament of axcavaled matardals, (he recovery and
uss of any usable materals, and the re-grading and engineering of previeysly digiurbed sliss.

A& vary brisl sumimary of lhess proposais e a3 Dllows:

Backdale Queany

We sonfirm that the intention here is to permansnily ciose the Quary, creais level plsiforms
within e sacursd quany area and to davelop the gits for smployment uss, This nossiblilly was
relsed ot the meaiing asrier this year and vou heve provided comimenis,

Wegers Flet

Ye undarsiznd thal the Auvthedly requires restorstion of the avgevatlon aad the mmoval of
the gluckpile of excavelod metetial close 2 i Reaopnising alsu il the Authoriv I8 not
minded to agcept the removal of the siockpllad malsrsl ofi-sits, we will, neverthaiase, bo
plensed to talk avout the pincisie of & proposal that would uilliss this materisl i the

3
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resloration of Bagkdals whilsi disposing of maferial removed from Backdale Inio the
axsavation. Clesriy this s 2 simpiification of s deisiled proposal fhat we would put 1o vou bui
the principie remaing lo ba congidgergd from our haint of view.

Lalyer Park (Red Raks Ming)

Wa praviously pui to you & proposal thal would ees this sie develgpad, highly
sympaiisically, by means of a1 serigs of holidsy jedges and wa left & copy of a drawing,
preparasd by Casis Urban Design & Architeciure, for your sitention, Whilst brie? comments
have been recelved with regard i the development of this siis no detalled further dssussions
have izken place.

Necsssarly, devsiopmant of the above proposals will take & parind of time but consullations
have alrestly been commencad with the Derbyshire County Coungil from 2 highways point of
view., We fesl that ® will be helpful to have ongoing discussions with the Aulharity's
repraganintives on 2ie to discuss each of these developments. At this siags, our chjsciiva is
- have propossls prepared 10 submission sisge wilhin approximaisly six manihs before
which wa will, of coursa, linise with you in respect of the delslled coniant of any necessary
assessments and alse the reguirement for an Envirgnmenial impact Asesssment.

Rights of Way Matters

Az a consequance of recant dislogus with the Authority, we are awars of & number of righis
Gi way considarsiions and B-Mails have recenily been axchanged with Righard Pedi on this
matter, We are pleased 1o confirm that we s5s a mutuslly ativaniagsous way forward hare in
the suggestions made by Mr Pait and by the Darbyshire County Councll. On the further
mraiter of other rights of way In the area, there are infentions i canry out improvements and is
provide @ belier standard and condition for them. Thess are imporiant issues for Coverdand
UK Lid, as new landowner, and we thersfoie wish 1o sireas fhal it is our intention 1o deal with
tha resoiviion of sxisling problems g8 well as fulwe iImprovements (o the rights of way
nétwork ag soon as possible. Cument thinking Is hat polentially the best vehicis for bringing
forward these schdions/improvements would be through the linksd development praposals
referrad to very hriefly above. A resolution and rigils of way cbstruciions and diversions. as
well a8 potantial fulure impiovements, could then be dealt with through the provisions of e
Town & Countiy Planning Act 1980, eubsenuent fo the delarminalion of piarning spplications,
rathar thar fivough leglstiion contsined within the Highwaye Act.

Commuiiity Engagement

¥e are conscious of both the past inferest and concarm of the local community congaming
Longstona Edga Easi as wall a3 ihe gencrel requirement © engage and work with fhe
comsmenity in bringing foiwand firlure dovelopment propossis. In this regard, we can confim
that we havs astablishad contscl with and met represantatives of befi: the Save Longsione



Edga Group and the Friends of ihe Pesk District. Wa have undentakan o coniinue thie lisison
and ‘o lovoive thaes and olfier crgenisalions In discussling the praciicalies of delivedng
polentel devaibpiment solutions, Wa have not, of Gils siags, met wiih any of the Parish
Councila bui this, we hope, can be something {hal is sddrassed within e na few weals,
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In & gimilar fashion, we intend bo work glogaly with Officars and Members of the Pesk Distinl
Mationsl Park Authority io sacure sustalnable Wuiure uses and & practicably deiiverabla way
forward for the Longsione Edge East araa, Besldes the obvious ongoing dialogties and
speciiic pre-application dissussions witly Qiticars, we hellove that there will bs merit I having
rapulsr progress reporis (o the Planning Conmimitise io kean i updated on the work thef i
taking piace and ihe polanial cutooines thal i 2 hoped can be schisvaed. We consider that
this will, In combination with our communily conauliation, slp o keep a!l interesied pariles
engaged and lavoived i the planning for this shefarsa. Fesdback from the Authorityds
Planning Comlitee arising from the piogress rapaits will ba very helphl to our Teem,
pariiculany In view of ine sansitive nelure of the site and the consideraila nlanning Rigtory.

Agresment on ths Way Forward

Wi hope thal you will agres that the thinking and approasi thal has been ouilined nsenis a
gocd opporiuniy to make soone positive stops lowands resahving many of the main issues
{aced «f Longstons Edpe East end {p delver sustainable developimsnt in the fulure. Wa
pelievs thal the approach is refleciive of the regulrerments of the Nationa! Planning Poiicy
Framework (NFFF), as is invoives a sroaciive spprosch i finding deliversblie planning
eolutions.

Wa consider (hat avary effort shouid ba made, m gll sides, o avoid a dascent into liigalion
end sourt soficn.  This is, neveitheless, a very complex sile and ail paries are fooad with
chailgnging lasies. MNotwithstanding thess consideraiions, thers is the polential io achisve a
nst bomalit to the Paak Disidct National Park, nobwiheianding that this may involve some
opersiions and a continuation of locallsed shorl-term disiurbanca in order to achisve the best
possible long-tarn oquicome. As g firel step, we wigh o broksr an sgresment with the
Autherily, slong the Tollowlng lines:

To zliew Coverdand UK LYd, thmugh lis advisws, to camy oul & delslled nrofessional
assasament of gl developmeni/delivary oplions, as part of an overell intent to bring Jorward,
as rapidly as possible, o series of linked proposais. During stch & period, tha Peak Disira
Nalonal Perk Autherdty woueld agrea ihal it wili not smbark upon any formal procsedings,
Immediatsly aftar 31 Oclober 201%, conceming the prohlbitien of fulure minsral workings
within the Lengsione Bdge East planning permission.
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In termns of timescale, i would be beneficial ¥ the dsfaral of any potential proceadinge could
un Io el least 31 Oclober 2013, Qur fhinking hera is thal assessmant woik, regular
angagement and submissions will take plaps gengmally In atcordance wilh tha ollowing
Indicaiiviz imeadable:

*  Laie summerfautumn 2012 - Cominunity Engagement, sessssment of all development
cptions, ischnical/orofassionsl gesessmant work and dasign work and lalson with
megand i polaniiel EIA Goresning end Scoping.

Wintar 2012 — Furihar Community Engagement and reflnament of propossls.

Sarly 20135 —~ Submiegion of propogsia.

Saring 2012 - Detentdnsiion of palenilai planning appllosiions,

Surnmer 2013 — Completion of agreements and igsuing of declsions.

We suggest that progress reporis be presanted to the Authorly's Pianning Commiites on a
guariarly basis, porhaps stading with this reguest for an agreemant baing preseniad  the
Commitien & the vYirst available opporiunity, We ahall, of courss, be pleassd lo discuse any
maiters arsing from the undertskings thet we have ssl oul in this lefier hacause the
Authority's reacliong are imporisnt o the Company and wa wili be grateiut 7 you will renly
initially lo {hs Clay Croes adiress below,

Yours sincerely

\=Johin Church
John Church Planning Consultancy Lid Simon Heaton
Viciorta Bulidings Hegton Planning t1d
117 High Btreet 8 The Sauare
Glay Cross itaywoii
Chasterfisld Notlingham
Darbyshire 340 202 WG1Z &JT



