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1 APPLICATION FOR PLANMNING PEREISSION FOR PROPOSED EXTRACTION OF

FLUORSPAR ORE AND ASSOCIATED VEIN MINERAL BY OPEN PIT ETHODS
FROK AN EXTENSION TO THE WORKINGS AT TEARSALL, SOUTH DARLEY
{NP/DDDA20EKIT04, BINT0213, 30/04108. 426201/3601188)

APPLICANT - GLEBE IEES LTD
Purposs of tite report

i At the Authority meating held on 30 January 2008, the Autnoriy resolved fo appiovs
the above zpplication, subvect to the Secretary of State (CLG) being infarmed that the
Authority is minded to approve the application as a depertuce from the devalopment
plan, and subject to the prior complation of a $106 legel agrsement (Minuls 179,
Appondix 2)  The terms of tha agreament coversd planning galn, ncluding an offer by
the appicant not 1o work 105Ha of land. commanly referred tn as Peak Pasture, on the
eastem and of Lengstone Edgs for 8 tamporary minimum. pesicd of faur years  This
land, together with Zreas known as Backdale, Wagers Flet snd Beacon Rod, make up
the 13562 planning permiesion on which there was a disputed legal interpretation as to
tha entent of working that coukd tnke place,

2 Cn @ February 2005 the Secretary of Stata [Ci.G) was sent a copy of the eppheation
and other information to consider the prepessi  Dunny consideration of the proposal
by the Becretary cf Siate (CLG), te Court of Appeal provided o judgment that
overtuired an eariter High Court judgment. Tne Court of Appea! uoheld the Authorfty’s
anrforcement action alleging unauthorised waning and working of limestone beyond
the scope of the 1952 parmisaion at Backdale. and confirmed 3 narow interpratation
of the 11952 permisaly». The Sacretiry of State (CL.G) vwes duly informed of the Court
of Appesl judgment ant advised that the landowner of Backdale was interding to
apoeal the Couwrt of Apgeal decision i¢ the Houseé of Lords.

3 Or: 31 March 2009, the Secratary of Siate (CLG) advised that she did not consider it
necassary o miervana and the Authority could deswow the apphication.

4 In June 2002 the Heuse of Lords refused to hear a further appasl agairsi the
interpratation

8 As some of the details of the 5108 iegal agreament have no! yet been finaiised &

plarning pamnission decision notice has not bean issued. In view of the ctanding of
e Court of Appoal's interpratsion of the extent of the 1852 permisaon, and that a
decis:on notkce has not yet been issued, it is considerad appropriate to refer the matier
back 1 the Authority 1 ask whether it wishes tc re-confirm its 1esolution of 30 January
2009,

Fecoimmandation

] That the Authority re-afilrma s docizlon to spprove the Tearsall appiication (ref
NPI/DDD/0203/0104) uubject o the sianing of a $103 luaul sorcement and subjeet
o conditiona a5 se1 out in Binute 1160 of the: Authorizy.

Propozals

7 A copy of the Autharity's report of 30 January 2008 contalning dezails of the appication
and consideration of the propogal is attached as Appendix 1. In.summary the proposal
is for the extraction of 660.000 tonnes of fluorsnar ore froms 1C.37 hecteres of kanc over
a © year perod, with 7 further year to complisie restoration. Extraction would take
place progressively it phases working in an east {o west direction, progressivaly
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moving rorthwards {(down slope) fo & maximum depth of 45 metres. Limestone other
than that contained in the fluorspar ore will be retained on site for use as bacidill to
restore progressively the existing quanry and the extended workings 10 an agricultural
grazing after-use. There would be between 110,000 and 120,000 tonnes of fluorspar
om extracted per annum, nvolving & maximum 50 vehicle movements (25 in and 25
out) dally Monday 1o Friday. Al the mineral removed would be laken & Caveridish
Mill, Stoney Mildieton for processing. Proposed hours of working are 7:00am to
5:30pm, Monday 1o Friday, and 7:00am to 1:00pm Saturday for maintenance work
only. A bridieway and footpath are proposed 1o be permanently diverted along the
western perimeter of the application area. At the end of restoration a further fooipath
would be created ecross the site. The application was accompanied by an

The applicant offered the following planning obligations in support of the planning
application:

» Not to work its mineral rights in an area of 105Ha on the eastem end of
Longstone Edge for a minimum four year period and whilst the company is
axtracting fluorepar from Tearsall under thia currant plenning application.

« An addiional 5 vears of aftercare at Tearsafl beyond the 5 year period almady
provided by the formal aftercare provisions

¢ The principle of investing In underground workings and o achieve a
requirement of a minimum of 15% of crude ore production from underground
scurces by the end of 2011.

e A bond 1o secure restoration at Tearsall,

« To pay for an annual ingpection of the highway, pius repairs to the highwey
margins as necessary due to damage c¢sused by lorres assoclated wiih the

development.

The report concluded that the proposed development at Tearsall would canstitute =«
major development and would not generally be acceptable in policy terms, Alternative
sources of fluorspar were considered tv be avallable, and it had not besn
demonstrated that the development was required to mest a national need which
overrides the neet to protect the Park and there were significant landstepe and visual
Impacts and adverse amenity impacts arising from the proposed workings, including
traffic. However, the planning gain offered was sufficlently material 1o tip the balance
in favour of recommanding approval of the proposel.

In Januery Members of the Authority having tsen account of the report and the
representations made, and following considerable debate resolved to approve the
application, subject o referral lo the Secretary of State (CLG) and the signing of a
legal agreement.

Re- Consultations

Cn 13 August 2009 a letter was sent to all those parties previously consulted on the
planning application, advising that es the Si06 had not yst been signed and the
standing of the Court of Appeal judgment meant that It was appropriste to refer the
matter back to the Authority to ask whether it wishes {o re-confirm Hs decision of 30
January 2008, with the focus being specifically on the planning gain issue. The same
Information was also Included In She notices instslled at Tearsal and in a2n
advertissment in the Incal press.
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Authority’s Ecologiet ~ No further comments — all the ecologlcal issues identified a! the
site have bean covered by the planning conditions that have been drawn up In
response to this application.

DCC County Planning — Comments previously submitied remain valid.

South Darey Parish Councll makes the pomt that it has objected to applications at
Teersall many times, and were disappointed to see the current matter recommended
for approval whan soma matter were not rescived. The Parish Council point out that
the Authority’s s landscape officer still has numarcus concems about visual impact and
that mitigation will not overcoms this, and he considers that the proposed screen
mound will have little effect on distant views, Furthermore he doubts the restoration
plans will be fully adhsred to having regard to Glebe's previous history. The PC aleo
ennsiders that the acouslic and visual imparts stated are not acourate as thare arm
dwellings at the same level as the proposed quary on the opposite hiliside, some
600m away. The lotter also queries the matter of potential damage from blasling, and
considers that this has not baen adequataly investigated. Concems arise due to tha
agse, and associated stnxtural integrity, of soma properfies, which mean the rigk of
vibration damage has not heen assessed by the applicants. The PG also refors to the
destruction and damage to ancient funnels and historic minmg remains. The lefter
received also makes the point that the eartier consideration focussed on the fact that
the offer fo deiay working &t Peak Pasgture, would enable resoluton of the contentious
1952 permission at Longstone Edge, ond that as this matter has now been
determiried, the 4 year delay offered 1= now insufficient to warrant supporting the
application as a significant departure from planning policy. Furthermore the PC
considars that the mvestigation of undergreund mining should be established planning
policy. In conclusion the PC states that the planning gain offered by Glebe does not
constitits exceptional clroumstances sufficient to wamant granting consent as the
trade off is at a distani unrelated sile, without benefit to local communitios which will
expenence only the nagative effects of this major developmant, and the application
should tharefore be refused. '

Representations following re-consultation and advertising

A latter has boen recelved from a resident of Wensley commenting on the planning
gain issues. The local resident's comments are summarised as follows. The aftercare.
bond and highway Inspection are issues direcily related to the site at Tearsall and
afthough Important are not excepional. The gain relating o 16% producton from
underground sources is @ matter the company should ba doing anyway. | planning
authoriies continue 10 grant oasier opencast aptions there is no inceniive fo go-
underground. This is not exceptiong! and the applicant should be forced fo go
underground by refusing the application. The only gain considered exceptional related
to the four year delay in quarrying at Longstone Edge to allow for the lagal process to
be resolved The lagal procass has now been resolved; having achieved a definition,
thus there is no benefit in maintaining a 4 year delay. The 1952 permission allows the
extraction of fluorspar either now or in the future Is of litle consequience as the effect
on the Park will be the same. There is mors to lose In having two holas In the Park
rather than one that already has permission. The buy cut of the 1952 permission
should stand on s own merits and not linked to Tearsall or any other sre

A letter from another resident of Wensley has been received, stating that the previous
objections raised In 2 earfier letters still apply, which refer to matters of loss of view
and tranquillity, likely noise pollution, loss of peaceful environment, deleterious 1o
Conservation Ares, traffic gensration, foolpath diversions, disruption to skyline, loss of
stone walls, possible subsidenca, and effact on property prices. The resldent considers
that any Membar voting In favour of the proposal should be ashamed of themsalves,
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as oblections ralsed by residents of Wensley and Bonsell have been given little weighl.
The letter states that only spurious arguments exist in favour of the plans, none of
which are relevant to the mpact of the proposals on residerits. The resident considers
that traffic n Wenaiey has greatly increased in recent years due 1o retsil and ather
development in Mallock, resLlting in diminution of quality of life already. Furthermore
there are aiready problems caused by the National Park entering Into agreements with
mining companles, particularly having regard 1o the view that mining companies are
motivated by financial gain. In conclusion the resident makes the point that the
recongideration of this application allows a second chance 1o consider the proposal
and reciaim the moral high ground and restore the public's faith, '

A futher Wensley resident has written to meke the polnt that the original
recommendsation of approval can be reconsidered, and Wensley hillside shouid be
protecied especially as the nation i spanding more ledsure fime in the UK.

A letter has been received from Save Longstone Edge Group (SLEG). SLEG
expresses surprise that Glebe stats that they will quary Peak Pasture If the Tearsall
application is rejected, since Clebe have repeatedly stated In the past thal thay do not.
belleva thare are significant quantities of fluorspar under Peak Pesture. SLEG s
lotally opposed to quanrying taking place on Peak Pasture. SLEG belives that further
significant fluorspar extraction in the National Park should only be undertaken by
underground mining because of the appaliing landscape and emwironmental damage
that quarrying. has caused. SLEG believe that he Authority should revoke the 1952
planning parmission on Longstone Edge; as thie key sfrategic assel at the heart of the
Peak District should be restored to become a jews| in the Peek District crown. SLEG
views the $.106 sgreement as neither necessary nor appropriate, and indeed
experience has shown that it would be dangerous. For exampia, the previous $108
agreement relating to Winster was overturned by the High Court. and SLEG does not
sge the current issues are sufficiently different to signdicantly reduce the risk of this
happening again, the more s0 as Glebe have not demonstrated that there is significant
fluorspar undar Peak Pagture and indaed has always said that there is not

A letter has been recaived from the British Mountaineering Council. BMC states that
their previous objections stli apply, particularly the view that the planning gain offered
is not adequate. BMC is concernad that the S.106 might not be robust. The proposa! is

o

approval i granted It shoukl be on a phase by phase basia with no presumption of
approval for subsequent phases If commitments are not mat. Furthermore BMC nolas
that the applicante could have commenced extraction at Milldam rather than
congidaring Tearsall with its devastating impact on a protected lendscape, and
therafore there are no operafional reasons fo justify the proposal, especally as the
company has alse imported large quantities of ore.

A jetter has been submitted by a Glebe employee, who makes the point that the detay

.In concluding this application has created uncertainty and put local jobs under threat
The letter siates that Glebe has critically low ore reserves and the plant only runs haif.
time a8 a result.

A letter has boen received from INEOS Fluor Ltd, who would process the fluorspar-
produced, stating that they consider thet the court rufing on Backdele does not
significantly aiter the proposals with regard to the planning gain offered for Peak
Pastura. They are disappointed at this further delay and hope there will be a rapid
conclusion afler the commitiee daie. Furthermore this applcation is important 1o the
economic future of Glebe Mine and INEOS Fiuor, particulardly as at present ore
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reserves are low. If Glebe Mines Is unable to secure more supplies thers would be 2
loss of 1,400 direct and indivect jobs at INEOS Flucr's base in Runcom. INEOS Fluor
stale that they consider thet working this site offers a better environmental option to
the National Park than working Peak Pastura , as the Tearsall site would be disturbed
less, worked for a shorter period and have a lesser visual impact.

Background

Of particutar significance in recommending approval of tha proposal as a departure
from policy was the ‘offer by Glabe Mines to give up is rights o work minerals at

.anather environmentally sensitive site, known as Psak Pasture, on the eastern end of

Longstone Edge, near Bakewsll, for at least 4 years and wiiilst exiraction takes place
8t Tearsall. The 30 January 2009 report io the Authority advised that the temporary
curtaiment of working at Pesk Pasture would provide a sufficient pariod of ime to
aliow progress and sufficient resolution of the culstanding difficult legal process ariging
from the 1852 planning permission on the eastem end of Longstone Edge, and a
pamnanent sofution to be pursued.

The 1852 planning permission on ihe eastern end of Longstone Edge allows for the
winning and wonking of fluorspar and barytes and for the working of lsad and any other
minetale won In the course of working these minerals. The permission when granted
covered 155 Ha of land. There have besn long running and significant disputes over
the interpretation of the permission and tha extent to which limesione can be removed
from-the site under the 1952 permission. in 2008 enforcement action was pursued by
tha Authority since the development at Backdale appeared to the Autherity fo ba tha
winning and working of limestone rather than the winning and working of fluarspar and
barytes and the varking of laad and any other minerals won in the course of working.
Appegls wore lodged ‘againat the enforcement rotice by Bleailow Industries Lid, the
land and mineral nghts ownet, and MMC Lid, the operator. A public inquiry was held.
The Planning Inspactor upheid the Authorty's enforcement natice, and his decision
contalned & narrow Interpretation of the 1852 permission. Bleaklow and MMC lodged
appeals against the Inspector's decision, and the High Court (Sulbvan J) quashed the
Inspector's decision. The judgment contained a wide interpretation of the 1852
parmiesion.

At the time of the 30 January 2000 Tearsall report an appeal had been ludged by the
Secretary of State (CLG) and the Authority, and permiasion had been granted to
appeal the High Court judgment. There was concem that if the Sulfivan jJudgment was
upheld the remaining areas of the 1952 permission could be exisnsively worked.
Various esbmates were given as to the extent of fluorspar ore and limestone that may
be present in the Longstone Edge east site. particularly In the Peak Pasture area. For
sxample, at the public inquiry relating to Backdale enforcement notice appeal there
was considered to be around 150.000 tonnes of fluorsper ore In the Peak Pasture area
north of Backdale. In an application prepared by Glebe Mines for the Arthurton West
site, a resource figure of 500,000 tonnes was klentified for the areas of Psak Pasture,
Wagers Flat, Backdele and Beacon Rod. Glebe Mines provided comrespondence in
November 2008, advising that the Peak Pasture area contained an Inferred resource
of 400,000 tonnes of fluorsper ore. No evidence was provided 1o substantiate this
figure. With regard to limesione no information was provided on the amount of
limestone that could be ramoved, although thera was a potential resource of around 80
million tonnes of imestone. As such, there was a risk of significant and permanent
w#npact on the lendscape, as well as significant and cumulative impacts on the
environment and amenities of the locality arising from the scale and exient of working
that could oocur under the wider interpretation. Potentially the ridgeline on the eastern
end of Longstone Edge coukd be removed leaving en extensive void. The ridgefine is
a prominent feature in the landscape viewed from numerous locatlons in the local
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middie and distant viewpoints, Inciuding Curbar Edge to the east, Bretion Edge to the
north and Bramiey Wood fo the south. There would be consequential impacts on the
levels of noise and general disturbance from the operations on local residents and
vigiiors, including the detrimental effects of lory traffic.

15 The proposed planning gain of a temperary suspension of working would provide a
sufficient period of ime to enable the legal process, and any subsequent appeals, to
resalve the interpretation of the 1952 Lonpsione Edge planning permission i be
concluded, and facilitate detsrmination of the stalied mineral review. (The process of
reviewing the stelled 1852 planning permission under the Town and Country Planning
(Environmental Impact Assessment) (Mineral Permigsions and Amendments)
(England} Regulations 2008 was defarrad 1o allow the lagal process o be concluded).
Alternatively, it would provide time to pursue a permanent solution, for example a
buyout package for the site and revocation procedures. At the time of determination of
the Tearsall planning spplication it was expected that the Court of Appeal would
provide a judgment in early Aprll 2009, with the prospect of further legal challenges to
that judgment cantinuing (o the House of Lords. In this context. it was considersd that
the offer to suspend any potential working on Peak Pasture was substantive planning
gain. Taking this, and all the other iasues, into account Members of the
resoived fo approve the application, subject to refarral of the applicetion to the
Sscretary of State {CLG) and the completion of a 5106 agreament, subject 1o planning
conditions.

18 Whilst awaiting the detision of the Secretary of State {CLG), on 18 March 2009, the
Courl of Appeal provided a judgment overturning the High Courl Judgment, restoring
the decision of the Planning Inspector to uphald the Authority’s enforcement action and
providing a narrow interpretation of the 1952 planning permission covering the eastem
end of Longstone Edga. The Secrstary of State (CLG) was advised of the judgment
and that Bleeklow, the land and minaral rights owsier of the Backdals site intended to
appeal the decision. On 29 March 2009, the Secretary of State advised that she did
not wish to intervene concluding thet the application should be decided by the

Authotity.

17 Although the drafting of conditions of the pemmission to work Tearsall have been
complated, the terms of the $106 legal agreement have not yat been finalisad. During
this period, the challenge by the landowner to the Court of Appeal judgment was
rajectad by the House of Lords, on 24 June 2009, on the basls that the patition lodged
by Bleaidow did not raise an arguable point of law of general imporiance which cugnt
to be considered by the Hoyse of Lords.

Comment

18 Inn view of the standing of the Court of Appeal judgment and the snificance placed on
the planning gain of not working the eastern end of Longstone Edge for 2 minimum of
four years, it is consldered appropriate fo refer the matter back to the Authority. The
key issue 15 whether the Court of Appeal decision has had the effect of altering the
value of the planning gain sufficient to warant 2 re-consideration of the Tearsall
propasal.

18 The Court of Appeal decision hes provided a narmower interpretation of the 1962
planning permission, atiowing for the working (and sale) of luorspar ore and imestone
at & ratio not exceeding 2 parts limestone for every one pant of fluorspar ore. As such
the extent of mineral that can be worked and sold from the site Is significantly kss than
if a wider interpretaion had been placed on fhe 1952 permission that would have
allowed for as much limestone as was considersd necessary o pain access to the
fluorspar ore.  However, the permission still allows the operator to remove (but retain
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on slte) a5 much overburden (limastohe) a3 is necessary in the process of winning the
fluorspar ore over the remaining area of the 1952 permission area. No plane have as
yet been provided by the various ownersfoperators of the site. through the mineral
review process (2008 Regulationg) that identifies the extent of future working In
addition, there remains uncertainty over the extent of fluorspar depesils in the area of
the 1852 permission. To aid the Authonty on this matter, the Authority approached
mining consuitants, GWP, seeking advice on tha nature and extent of potential
fluorspar rezources within the Peak Pastura area.

In & report dated 3 August 2008, the consultants, GWP, advised thal there Is some
fluorspar available in the remainder of the 1952 plénning pemission srea that could be
worked by opencast methods. However, the amount of fluorspar Is uncertain as
indicated by the use of the term "inferred resources”, which is a class of resource with
a very low lovel of certainty. In Peak Pasture GWP suggests sn inferred resource of
180,000 tonnes of fluorspar ore at 16% grade is indicubed, This is 2 highly speculative
figure and GWF states that there is only reliable avidence for some 14,000 tonnes of
fiuorspar ore {at a cut off grade of 16%:)

The advice of SWF is thet It is probable that more fiuorspar ore exsts [n the remainder

-of Longstone Edge, and a figure for an infarred resource of 300,000 to 400,000 tormes

of ore at 16% grade is given (this 18 also spaculative and relaizs to ore found within
50m of the surface).

If supplies of fluorspar ore for Cavendish Mill become difficult to find, it ssems lkely
that working on Longstona Edge would be undertaken. Based on the GWP estimates
of ore workings would presumably take place over some 4 Io 5 years, The tafings that
have been tipped into Deep Rake coukd aiso prove amenable to re-working.

Therefors, there remains @ risk of serious and permanent mpact on the landscape and
cumulative impacts on the environment and amenities of the locality from the potentlal
to undertaka mineral exiraction operations anywhere within the 1852 area on the
sastem end of Lungstone Edge Thers is no control on the extent, scake and number
of extraction operations that could take place at any one time !n the 1852 permission
area, albeit subject o the limited consiraints Imposed by the conditions aitached to the
1852 permission and the restrictions arising from the Court of Appeal judgment.

The representstions summarised above made a number of tther points which can be
summarised as follows, with officer responses:

» the applicant should be forced to go underground — the 1852 permission allows
apencast working untl 2042,

= the legal process has been resoived — a permanent resolution on the ground is
not yot schieved, and there ramains a slight nsk of a further appeat to the
European Court of Human Rights,

» tho Authority should move to revoke the 1952 permission — this may well be
part of a permanent solution but would take time to achieve, particidarly i
challenged,

» A $108 agreement could be overtumed again - officers are satisfied that the
process and proposal this tims i1s very different from the Winster case.

Since the resclution to approve In January 2009, the Structure Plan has been replaced
by the East Midlands Reglonal Plan. The pelicies contained in the Reglonal Pian carry
forward the policies that were contalined [n the Structure Pian. Officers do not consider
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the policies in the Regional Plan are materially different as to wamant a reappraisal of
the proposal. In addition, the limited period of time that has passed since the
resolution to approve the Tearsall application does not warrant g re-asgassment of the
Enviionmentsl Impact Assessment.

Submission by the applicants

28 Giebe Mines Lid has rasponded io the report of 3 August 2009 which was underiaken
by GWP commissionad by this Authortty to seek to identlfy the extent and nature of the
fluorspar resource. This response makes the following points.

27 Glebe confirms that the fiuorspar quantity Identified is an "Inferred resource” with a low
degresa of certainty. However Glabe considars the GWP report reflects 4 conservative
estimate of tha resource. its view is that there is no practical reason why the depth of
working used by GWP in Its calculations {50m) should not be worked bslow that depth
sinca the base of mineralisation is 4 further 70- B0m below that depth, and there are
no planning restrictions on the depth of working. '

28 Any Increase in resource increases the length of time to exiract. Glebe considers
working would be closer to 10-15 years, and there are no restrictions on working time
for these resources. It considers that the 16% cut-off grade used by GWP is atbitrary
and in all probabiity will be lower, with a comresponding increase In the resource
tenniage.

20 Giebe agrees that additional resources exist in other aroas of the 1952 permission and
that it should be feasible fo extract and procuss tadings tipped into Desp Rake during
restoration. It says that the report confirms the company’s view thet the planning gain
not to use the mineval rights on Longstons Edge during the period of the operation at
Tearsyll is significant in that the minaral present in Paak Pasture and the wider area ls
a viable alternstive. This view applied earlier in the year and still applies now even
taking into aceount the latest fegal ruling relating to Backdale and the restrictions
imposed on mesione removal,

ao Gleba siates that in fact the visual impact of operaticns is likely to be far greater under
the cument legal ruling as disturbed limestone will have to be retained on-site in
significant plles above ground for a fonger period of time. Giebe would prefer not to
operate on Pegk Pasture and considers Tearsall a batter all round altemative.
However If there was na allemative source of supply, Glebe would have io use
whatever parmitied resources were available.

Conclusion

3 Whilst the Court of Appeal judgment hag provided an Interprelation of the 1952
permission, the pormission stifi allows the working of fiuorspar and Jimesione won in
the course of working the fluorspar (subject to the terms specified by the Court of
Appes| judgment) anywhere over the 1952 pamiesion area. The scale and extent of
the working ard the number of separate excavations thet could be established at any
given point in time could give rise to senous and significant cumulstive environmental
and amenity impacts. By comparison the proposed working at Tearsall wouid be fully
restored prograssively and would only permit the working of fluorspar ore. The offer to
suspend working for 8 mihimum of four yeers to enable the stalled mineral review
process to be concluded endfor to pursue a permanent solution such as a buy-
out/revocation order remains a significant and a substantive planning gain.

Corporate Implications
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32 Any human rights have been considered and addressed in the preparation of this
report,

33 Risk Management: Legal Services have Indicated that the proposed S106 and Hs
obiligations would be lawful.

34 Other relevant implications: None
Background papers (not previously published)

35

Fluorspar Quantities Longstone Edge —GWP Consultants - 3 August 2008

Appendices

Appendix 1 - Authority report 30 January 2009
Appendix 2 - Miruste 1/09

Report Authar, Job Titia and Publication Date
Robert Bryan, Head of Planning, Thursday 11 Septembar, 2008.



Upton House
Market Street
Charibury
Oxford OX7 3P]
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wWww.pwp.uk.com

Ourref:  JL28070%.lct.8ug.doc

03 August 2009
‘  MrJohn Lomas
| Peak District National Park Authority
' Aldern House
Baslow Road
Bakewell
! Derbyshire
| DE45 1AE

, Dear Mr Lomas
. Fluorspar quantities, Longstone Edge

Following instructions from the National Park Authority’s Minerals Team Manager we write with our
observations on the quantities of Fluorspar ore that may exist beneath Peak Pasture and other areas
of the Longstone Edge 1952 planning consent.

Definition of inferred resources

Glebe Mines are using the term “inferred resources” to describe their estimates of fiuorspar ore in
the Peak Pasture area. This is a class of resource with a very low degree of certainty.

The "Code for Reporting of Mineral Exploration Results, Mineral Resources and Mineral Reserves*!,
defines an inferred resource as being “a Mineral Resource for which tonnage, grade and mineral
content can be estimated with a low level of confidence”. The Code also notes that “Confidence in
the estimate is usually not sufficient to allow the appropriate application of technical and economic
parameters or lo enable a reliable evaluation. of economic viability. For this reason, there is no
direct link from an Inferred Resource to any category of Mineral Reserves {see Figure 1). As shown
in Figure No. 1-(taken from the code) Inferred resources have no equivalent in terms of reserves.
The term reserves is specifically used when modifying factors are taken Into account. As indicated
by the two-headed arrow in Figure Ne. 1, previously reported Mineral Reserves can be converted
back to Minerals Resources because of new information affecting the modifying factors, however
according to the Code, these factors should be fully explained. At the discretion of the Competent
‘Person, a Company may include all or part of its Inferred Mineral Resource for the purpose of
internal planning. In such circumstances, the results are not considered to be sufficently reliable to
ensure beyond reasonable doubt that all of the Inferred Mineral Resource will eventuaily become a

Mineral Reserve.”

— e - — R

1 Prepared by the Institute of Materials, Minerals & Mining working group on resources and
reserves in conjunction with the European Federation of Geologists, the Geological Soclety of
London and the Institute of Geologists of Ireland.

GWP Consultants LLP
; Registered No, QC325183 ‘
Registered Office; Upton House, Market Strest, Charlbury, Oxfordshire OX7 3P
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Figure 1. Relationship between Mineral Resources and Mineral Reserves
Glebe estimate method

Amordlng to Glebe Mines, thelr (nferred resource Is estimated from the Laporte trial pits of 1996,
assuming ore values extend to 50m depth and using a cut off grade of 16%CaF,. They allow 15%
losses due to old mineworkings. They then double the figure in the belief that there Is aiways more
fluorspar than thelr estimates show. Clearly, this is a highly speculative figure.

GWP estimate

GWP have endeavoured to replicate the Glebe mines , but also using other field
observations, specifically relating to Dog and Catlow Rakes. Where more than one trial pit exists for
a vein, we have averaged the data for width and CaF, content. The tonnage at 16%CaF; has been
assessed by computing the width of working required to give 16% CaF; by dilution of the measured
width and CaF; value. The width and grade content has been assumed to extend unthanged to the
full 50m working depth. It should be noted that this assumption cannot be justified and Is probabily
Incorrect. Al but one of the Laporte trial pits Intersected only the backfill infilling surface workings
and were only 1.5 to 3m deep. Surface width of a backfilled working does not relate to the actual
thickness of a vein at depth, especlally where that bacdill relates to previous surface workings.

Examination of the outcrop of the southern part of Dog Rake Indicates that it is a void, with no
mineral.left. The vold has apparently been plumbed to considerable depth. In the northern part of
the rake, two shafts show that the surface backfill extends 3 to 4m down at most, beneath which a
void Is present. A void is also visible at the end of the Catiow Rake where intersected by Backdale

Quany.
Our estimate of inferred resource, based on these assumptions, is as follows:

2 WCL’)]]S‘IH&'I-iS
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Peak Pasture Inferred Resources:

Fluorspar Ore density - 2.7 t/m2
Fluorspar ore grade 16%
Depth of working 50 m :
Width
. @16% | Ore .
Vein Length | Width | CaF;% | CaF% [ volume | Ton Remarks
: ' : - 2 Trial pits, both barren in badkfl,
: Previously worked opencast by
| Gospel 210 | 125 G| 0.00 0 -0 | Laporte.
Gospel [ | No quality or width data - assumed
Qffshoot 110 03| 60% | 1.13| 6188 | 16,706 | figures.
\ . - 2 Trial pits, one in backfill, other in
| Cam 210 06| 55% | 2.06| 21,597 | 58,312 | vein. Vein only 0.3m wide.
‘ 0.3m backfiil visible In Backdale
Cam * guarry. No quality data — average
-Offsfmot 1 55 03| 51% | 095| 2614 7,058 | CaF:9% for site taken.
Cam . No quality or width data - assumed
Offshoot 2 96 03| 51% | 0.95( 4563| 12320 |same as offshoot 1.

1 Trial pit in backfl, barren in
Catlow Rake. Rake was worked
opencast by Bleakiow In 1960s,
: Heavily worked underground vold
Catlow 350 0.6 D% 0.00 G 0 | present in Backdale

, . Shafts show hackiill nnly dm
Deg (N end) 130 14| 41% | 355| 1,385 3,741 | deep. Most of veln is void.

: | ] Open siot, no mineralization left
| Dog (S end} 250 0 0% | 0.00 0 0 | Tnal pit failed to find vein.

bog , , 1 Trial pit in backfill @junction with
Offshoot 1 246| 06| 65% 2.44 | 29,981 | 80,949 | Catlow. Mineralization in offshoot.

Dog _
Offshoot 2 B0 0.7 0% .00 ] 0 | 1 Tdal pit in backfill, barren.
Total In - . =
Peak .

Pasture 1,737 66,329 | 179,087

This inferred resource of 180,000t is highly speculative, If doubled, it would give 360,000t of ore at
16%CaF,. We see no justification on available Information for the site to make such an increase.
The use of a 16% average CaF, content leads to considerably larger figures than have previously
been calculated.

When considering what the actual figure might be, the probable reserves can only be considered to
exist to within the depth proven by the tffal pits, 33m. This gives the following figures, wnich are
less than a tenth of the inferred resources:

T80 et 2k fin £3).d0cd280700Het-puc-finfoe, 21/10/201 30600 -]



Peak Pasture Probable Reserves

Fhiorspar Ore density 2.7 t/md
Fiuorspar ore grade 16%
Depth of working 3 m
Width
. @16% | Ore
Vein Length | Width | CaF,% | CaF,% | volume | Tonnage | Remarks
. 2 Tral pifs, both barren in
_ ' ’ backfill. Previously worked
Gospel _210| 125| o%| o0.00 0 0 | opencast by Laporte.
Gospel No quallty or width data. -
Offshoot 110 03| 60%| 1131 371 1,002 | assumed figures.
= . 2 Trial pits, one in backfill, other
Cam 210 06| 55% 206 | 1,296 3,499 | in vein. Vein only 0.3m wide.
. 0.3m backflll visible In Backdale
Cam . quarry. No quality data — average
Offshoot 1 55 0.3 51% 0.95 157 | 424 | CaF;% for site taken.
Cam ‘ _ No qualty or width data -
Offshoot 2 96 03] 51%| 095 274 739 | assumed same as offshaot 1.
: 1 Trial pit in backfill, barren in
Catiow Rake. Rake was worked
opencast by Bleaklow In 1960s.
Heavily worked undergrnund void
Catiow 350 0.6 0% | .0.00 Q 0 in Backdale
' : Shafts show backfill tanlmi am
1 Dog (N erdl) 130 14] 4% 3.55] 1385 3,741 | deep. Most of vein Is vold.
- Open siot, no mineralization left.
i Dog (S end) 250 0 0% | 0.00 | 0 0 | Trial pit failed to find vein.
1 Tral pit in backfill @junction
Dog with Catiow. Minemlizahun in
Qffshoot 1 246 06| 65% 244 1,799 4,857 | offshoot.
Dog : .
Difshoot 2 80 0.7 0% 0.00 a 0 | 1 Trial pit in badkill, barren.
Total in
Peak
Pasture 1,737 5282 | 14,262 |

Elsewhere In the Longstone Edge 1952 Planning Consent area, there are a number of veins, which
could well be fluorspar bearing. No publicly available data exists from which even an Inferred
resource can be estimated. The BGS map shows, however, that north of Deep Rake, between
Beacon Rod and Muse Mine, the Red Rake has a number of southerly offshoots, a sub parallel vein
and a number of branches. The Red Rake is known to be Fluorspar bearing, arid the Red Rake
fluorspar mine did not extend this far west. However, other mines may well have worked these
rakes ,underground. Traces of shallow surface working exst, in the form of lines of hollows.
However, a very rough estimate indicates there could be some 300,000t of 16% .CaF, grade ore.
Although not sampled this group of veins would appear to prnwde a better resource than Peak
Pasture. Further west the Unwin Vein also has a line of shallow surface potholes. It is believed to
have been worked underground from Sallet Hole Mine. How much flucrspar remains is debatable.

fin-dor, 21/10/20113400/2009
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It Is certain that there is some fluorspar available in the remairider of the Longstone Edge 1952
Planning Consent area that could be worked by opencast methods., The amount, however, is
uncertain. Reliable evidence exists for only some 14,000t of 16% CaF; grade ore. It is probable
that more than this exists, but we would be very surprised If the amount was as much as 500,000t.

Conclusions

'In Peak Pasture, an Inferred resource of 180,000t of 16% CaF; grade ore Is Indicated, This is a
highly speculative figure. Elsewhere, some 300,000 to 400,000t of ore at this grade could be found
within 50m of the surface, figures which are also highly speculative. If supplies of fiuorspar for
Cavendish Mill become difficult to find, It would seem likely that working on Longstone Edge would
be undertaken. Workings would presumably take place over some 4 to 5 years. The tallings that
have been tipped into the Deep Rake workings between High Rake and Backdale could also prove
amenable to reworking.

Yours Sincerely
Alan Cobb

Cc David Bent

L8072 Jet sug fin (3)00cH-PB0FE-ek-aug R0, 21710/20131 /0872009 5 C-IWPr-(_:np _,|_‘1;'-,]‘;‘l:‘..
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GLEBE MINES LIMITED

Cavendish Mill, Stonev Middleton, Hope Valley, Derbyshire S32 4TH

Tel Fax:

Peak District National Park L "N
Aidem House S : TeT R = . -
| Houn MGT NATIONAL BARK AUTHORTY § w8 7
kel
ngyshlm DATE
DE45 1AE > 90

RECD 9 0 NOV 2008

REMLY e
e FILE ALLOCATION:

Tearsall Quarry ~ Application NP/DDD0208/0104 — Proposed Planning Obligations

Further to your letter of 30 October, sad following an from our recent disoussions, I weite to
M%m’mwﬁmwmﬁemﬂmmgmmmdm

Asmqmmdmachedmﬁedmﬂsofmmuﬂﬁplﬂﬁﬂmmmﬂwminaﬂﬁgbswm
mfdgcqumgswneEdge‘A!mMedisamnpwﬂiningﬂBmof&am
WmﬁﬂMuMhmme'wamofﬁEWm

In response to the Authority’s tequest to identify the extent, quantity and quality of the
minm.highabeingoﬁmdweweuldmmefollmwmm. Our assessment of the
-abmmmdﬁninmymdshoﬂdbeﬁemﬂinhmsofm"hfumdMEnadRuume'uﬂ
relates to the finomspar bearing part of those rights. For clarity an Inferred Minersl Resource
is dofined gs ﬁ...‘mtmdammmﬁrwhdmmmm
contert can be estimated with a low level of confidence. It is inferred from geological
m and assumed bur not verified geological and’ or grade. contimuty, It is based on
WMMMWMMWMWWM,
trenches, pits, workings and drill holes which is limited ar of uncertain quality and
reliability. "

Giebe’ﬁammmwmuvdnmmwﬂ'dmoﬁumMPWeistmm
Wmmmmmmmwm&mﬁ
surface expressions related to old lead workings, and on a limitéd exploration programme
undertaken in 1996 comprised of surface trenches. Operational experience, particularly in the
Bow Rake ares, has demonstrated the potential for the development of extensive high grade
replacemént mineralization at dopth when the surface expression of the vein is only narrow.
Additionally, the style of warking (open pit) has exposed mmerous narrow but high grade
oﬂkhommdmuhgvdnsmdmhgmsﬂmmnotmmﬂdhwemimwm

largely confirmed the presonce of the veins and provided indicative data on the quality of
mineralisation although in some cases only unmineralised backsill was present due to
previows working, Historical records from ancient lead mines also support the view that there

Registered Office. Glebe Mines Limited, The Heath, Runcom, Cheshire WA7 4QF
Email: Website: www.giebemings.com
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GLEBE MINES LIMITED

Cavendish Mill, Stoney Middleton, Hope Valley, Derbyshire S32 4TH
Tel: Fax:

at depth. The Glebe assessment is that thero are at least 6 veins present at surface ranging
firom 0.5m to up to circa 10m in width,

A preliminary assessment of the minerslisation preseat st Peak Pasture in 4 vein structures
(excluding Deep Rake and Red Rake) based upon the 1996 trenching data indicates that there
is an Inferred Resonrce of some 400,000 tons. This is based on Gospel Rake, Gospel
OﬁhmcmaﬂnemdnogkakemdaﬂowsﬁranmmdU%mdmuesnkof
previous working by the old lead miner, It shonld be noted that this could be significan
undergtating the resource in the area as no account has been made for "blind”

flatting minaralisation. Additionally no resource tonmsge has been inferred for Doep Rake or
for Red Rake due their proximity to the mineral rights ownership boundary and because of the
extensive working that has slready taken place on thess veins.

The company is offexing to enter into an agreement whersby we do not exercise our right to
exiract minerals from the above mentioned area of Longstons Edge for a peiod of four years
owned by the company relating t the specified srea on Longstone Edge.

As stated, the Company would achieve a specified level of production from underground as
determined as a proportion of the total amomnt of crude ore delivered to Cavendish Mill.
Given the difficulties around predicting the many varinbles that affect cur business, and
mining in genernl, we have snggestad a figure of some 10% which could be enforceable by
the Anthority wader 8 logal agreement. This represents a doubling of recent crude ore
conbribution from. the mines and could be achieved by the end of 201 1.

ltmmmmdﬁumcmmmmmswﬁedhgﬂmfmmgmmd
production is based on the peast and presert productivity of the mines. For example in 1998 -
(the last full year of Laporte ownership) the undergronnd mines contributed some 18% of
total crude ore to Cavendish Mill, At a time when there were some 40 men employed directly
in the mines, Between 1999 and 2008 Glebe Mines have aperated the underground mines at a
lower level cmplaying some 6 miners. During this time the nndenground mines have
contrivated some 4% of total crade ore delivered to Cavendish Mill. The carrent position is
that there is no ouiput from the mines although we continpe to employ 6 miners. ¥ should be
Wﬂmm&ummmamwhlghmmdmﬁmamth
position.

The: company propose to cease open cast mining at the Tearsall site in the event that this
target is not met.

To illustrate the importance of the Tearsall site and the Milldam underground mine we have
supplicd the attached summary of planned ore supplies to Cavendish Mill {Appendix 1). Our
acocptence of & legal 10% minimwm crnde ore contribution from underground belies the
Company’s intent to source some 25-30% from the latter but is realistic given the

Ag ptated, the company is prepared to enter into & land management agreemént. We propose
that this takes the form of an extended aftercare programme for the land disturbed on the

Registerad Office: Glebe Mines Limited, The Heath, Runcorn, Cheshire WA7 4QF
Email: Website: www.glebernriines.com

Combany Registration No. 3846248
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GLEBE MINES LIMITED

Cavendish Mill, Stoney Middleton, Hope Valley, Derbyshire 332 4TH
Tel: Fax;
Tearsall sito (as dofined by the planning application boundary, excluding the access track),
Havingdimsnedthiswiﬂlﬂle,l’a‘k’smlogist,itispmpbsedﬂmﬂﬂs'm&dpniodisfor
five years and that the site is managed during this time in the same style as 8 Stewardship
wwﬂha@dﬂﬁe@umﬁm«d%ufﬁoﬁmﬂyﬁupﬂdﬁcdﬂlﬁbﬁ
gwwmmdwbewmkedupumofasm 106 agreement post approval of
application,

’I'helan@omoﬂhesitehasagmdinyﬁnciplemﬂﬁsandthenompanywilimake
eppropriate amangements for this to happen (see attached letter}.

‘Aspuwiouslysmeithenﬂiomlmedforﬂuomlmsbemﬂmlyeﬂabﬁshed
during the current application process with the support of local and national
government departments, MPs and other stakeholders, The Company firmly believes
ﬁmmnmawmmﬂmmmmmmmmwmmm
roude due to the criticality of it's reserves position and timing issues, These planning
abligations are therefore being offered wholly without prejadice to our opinion that
themosalsamwoephbleﬁ:phnﬁngwmsastheymndmdamoﬁ‘emeMym
hslpﬁcﬂitﬂeammfulouwometothisappﬁmﬁonWewouldmedmmvieww
position in respect of this offer in the event that the Authority is not minded to
approve the scheme.

Yours faithfully

Gary Goodyear
Glebe Mines 1.1d

Registered Ottice: Glebe Mines Limited, The Heath, Runcorn, Cheshire WA7 4QF
Email: Website: www.glebemines.com

Py Snanseirailen ks SH4NSEE



298

GLEBE MINES LIMITED

Cavendish Miil, Stoney Middieton, Hope Valley, Derbyshire S32 4TH

Table 1 Forecast Summiary Breakdown — Ore Supply 2009 to 2012

' 2009 - 2010 2011 2012
Site %CO | %AG | %CO | %AG | %CO | %AG | %CO | %AG
Tearsell -~ | 27% ] 23% | 51% | 40% ] 42% | 33%| 44%! 33%
Milldam - 1% | 26% | 26% [ 41% ] 25%] 40% ] 29%| 45%
Others =~ | 58% | 51%| 23% | 19%| 33%| 27%1 27%| 22%

% CO - estimated percontage contribution of total crude are presented to Cavendish
Mill

% AG — estimated percentage contribution of total Acid Grade produced by
Cavendish Milt

Summary Analysis of Tabie 1

The combination of Tearsall and Milldam ores represents up to some 75% of °
Cavendish Mill crode ore requirements over the next 4 years. This equates to up to
some 80% of Cavendish Mill output of Acid Grade Flucrspar during that time, It is
clear that without these 2 sites operating Glebe will be severely constrained in
mesting UK demand for Fluorspar and is unlikely to be viable. J should be noted that
the sites listed above will not in themselves be able to meet the full requirement for
Acid Grade Fluorspar production, falling some 5,000 to 10,000 tons short of nominal
Cavendish Mill output.

Output from Milldam will depend on significant capital investment to overcome
technical issues and the recruitment of mining workforce. The levals of production
forecast exceed those of Laporte in 1998 at a time when the mining team eomprised
circa 40 people; Glebe currently employs 6 miners,

During the development of the planning application for Tearsall it was envisaged that
output from the site would provide Cavendish Mill with around 25% of its crude ore
requirement. Due to several factors (e.g. early finish at Winster and necessity to
accelerate ore production from Longstone Edge) the situation that has evolved is in
fact more acute and Tearsall is now forecast fo provide Cavendish Mill with between
40 and 50% of its crude ore requirements or 30-40% of its Acid Grade output.

Registered Office. Glebe Mines Limited, The Heath, Runcorn, Cheshire WA7 4QF
Emaill | - Website. www.glebemines com
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| Tel: 01629 816200
Fax: 01629 816310 P E
E-mail: customer service/@peakdistrict gov.uk .

Web: www.peakdisirict. gov.uk ,

Minioonr 01629 816319 D DISTRICT

Aldern House . Beslow Road . Bakewell . Derbyshire . DE45 1AE e et e i o F™
 NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY

Glebe Mines Ltd :
The Hesth s
Cheshie COPY o 12 August 2008

AND WALES)] REG _‘l ATIONS 1999
[AS AHENBED BY THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING {ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT

ASSESSMENT) (ENGLAND AND WALES) (AMENDMENT) REGULATIONS 2000) AS FURTHER
AMENDED BY:

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT){MINERAL
PERMISSIONS AND AMENDMENT) (ENGLAND) REGULATIONS 2008

ENVIRONMENT ACT 1895 SECTION 96 AND SCHEDULE 13 APPLICATIONS TO DETERMINE THE
CONDITIONS TO WHICH A MINERAL SITE IS TO BE SUBJECT ({INITIAL REVIEW OF OLD MINERAL
PLANNING PERMISSIONS)EIA and Undetermined {Stalled) ROMP Applications)

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION REQUIRED TO ENABLE THE AUTHORITY TO ADOPT AN UP-TO-
DATE STATUTORY SCREENING OPINION

[Regulation 5(3)]

Notice is hereby given that the Peak District National Park Authority as the Mineral Planriing
Authority (MPA) requires information to provide an up-to-date, statutory, EIA screening opinion
for the ROMP application specified below:

« REFERENCE NUMBERS OF; e ]
(1) THE RELEVANT PLANNING Pﬁwm {1) 1898R/69; WED/1177/454
@ &TEROVALOE upo?rg: goc:;':mn (2) NPANED/04871157

» NAMEANDADDRESS | RMC Roadstone Ltd — Eastern

OnARPLIGAND Albion Works
Savilie Street
Sheffield
South Yorkshire
54 7UL
= NAME AND ADDRESS
OF MINERAL SITE: Longstone Edge
Great Longstone
Stoney Middleton
Derbyshire
Firet List plan attached,
®  DATE OF ROMP APPLICATION: 27 March 1997
Member of ihe Association of Nation®! Park Autherities ‘ Holder of = -,.@3:

Chief Executive: Jim Dixon
Chair: Narendra Bajaria * Deputy Chair: Irona Ratdlitie
Workiny togsther for the Pesk District National Park:
*A special environment «A welcoming place at the heart of the nation =\ibrent communities and a thriving economy »



302 You should already be aware that the Government recently introduced the Town and Country
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Mineral Permissions and Amendment)
(England) Regulations 2008. The regulations came into force on 22 July 2008. The purpose of
the new regulations is, amongst other things, to ensure that all remaining initial reviews of old
mineral permissions (ROMPs) which are stalled for want of necessary environmental and other
information are finally concluded,

The 2008 Regulations include a time-limited procedure, applied to each of the undetermined or
stalled reviews, to ensure that all parties are clear as to: what information is outstanding; the
timescale for its provision; and. the sanctions for its continuing non-provision beyond that
period. The regulations orovide for the screening of the remaining pemitted mineral
development to take place, and, where that development is ElA development, for scoping of
the information to be included in a new Environmental Statement (ES), the production of the
ES within a specified timescale {with sanctions for continuing non-provision) and publicity for it.

This letter sets out information which Is required to be provided to enable the Mineral Planning
Authority to decide whether the ROMP application must be subjsct to Environmental Impact
Assessment (an EIA scraening opinion).

Please note that based upon the Information avallable to the Authority it does not
appear that Glebe Mines Ltd Is an applicant in respect of the ROMP application.
However, If you do consider yourself to be an applicant you stiould supply the
‘Information requested In this letter and at the same time explain on what basis you
claim to be an applicant.

The Authority has also written to Bleakiow Industries Ltd and a copy of that letter is attached for
your information.

Additional information now required
The minimum information reguirements (under Regulation 5(2) of the 1889 EIA Regulations) to
enable a screening opinion to be made are:

« an up-lo-date plan of the site sufficient to identify the land;

= a brief description of current and planned mineral development for the whole site for the
remaining life of the permission{s), that is, for the whole of the remaining development for
which permission has been granted, not just the development over the forthcoming 15

years,
« the possible effects of that current and planned development on the environment; and
» such other information or representations as you may wish to provide or make.

Plans provided must be up-to-date and to show the site and its immediate surroundings. The
environmental information must be up-to-date and relevant.

In addition, to enable the Mineral Planning Authority to adopt a screening opinion on whether
Environmental Impact Assessment is required, the following additional information must be
submitted: .

o A survey plan of the permission area and immediate vicinity;
« Provision of working plans showing phasing Including: order; direction; depth of
working; tipping of waste arising; duration of each phase; restoration.

Tim for su the information requ
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The above requested information must be provided within three weeks of the date of this
letter, unless the Mineral Planning Authority agrees to a later deadline in response to a request
from you. The level of detail of the information required and its availability from third parties will
be taken into account if you request an extended period; but please note that the objective is
for each stage of the new procedure to be undertaken within a relatively short perniod. .

IMPORTANT ADVICE about sanctions for non-compliance [warnings required by 1999
EIA Regulation 5(3) and 5{7) as inserted by 2008 EIA Regulation 2(2)]:

5(7)(e) Automatic Suspension

If the information requested undsr regulation 5(3) for making a screening opinion s not
provided within three weeks (or other period agreed by the MPA), that is the relevant deadline
as set out above, the mineral permission(s) relating to the site will be automatically
suspended (apart from any restoration or aftercare conditions) under regulation 26A(18) and

any further working will be a brea ich of planning control,

Thereafter, the information procedure will resume as soon as the required information and
confirmation are provided. Suspension will only be lifted when a hew ES is provided to the
satisfaction of the Mineral Planning Authority or Secretary of State [as required by reguiation
2BA(18) of the 1989 Regulations], (uniess a Screening Opinion or Screening Direction is
adopted which states that the development is nat EIA development).

5{7){f) Prohibition Order

If the information or a satisfactory Environmental Statement continues not to be provided, the
Mineral Planning Authority has a duty to make a prohibition order, under paragraph 3 of
Scheduie 9 to the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, after two vears of automatic
suspension under regulation 26A(18) ceasing the whole or parte of the mineral permission(s)
relating to development by the operator failing to provide the necassary information.

IMPORTANT ADVICE about the statutory requirements for publicity:

In accordance with duties imposed by Regulation 5(3)(A) the Mineral Planning Authority will
ensure that a copy of this notification is posted on the site within 14 days of the date of this
notification, for a period of at least 14 days. The Authority will also ensure that a copy of this
notification is placed on the planning register.

Yours sincerely

David Bent
Mineral Team Manager

Planning Service
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- Tel: DI629 816200 - p
Fax 01629 816310 P .
E-mail; customer.service peakdistricr.goy. vk b, _ _

Web: www_peskdistrict.gov.uk :
Minicom: 01629 816319 DISTRICT

Aldem House . Baslow Road . Bakewell, Derbyshire . DE45 1AE R ST
NATIONAL FARK AUTHORITY

Bleakiow Industries Ltd
Hassop Avenue
Hassop Qur raf- M2382

Bakewell Dats: 12 August 2
Derbyshire Blmiaed
DE45 TNS

Your ref.

Dear Sir or Madam
TH ND COUNTRY

AND WALES) REGULATIONS 1999
[AS AMENDED BY THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT) (ENGLAND AND WALES) (AMENDMENT) REGULATIONS 2000] AS FURTHER
AMENDED BY:

THE TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT)(MINERAL
PERMISSIONS AND AMENDMENT) (ENGLAND] REGULATIONS 2008

ENVIRONMENT ACT 4995: SECTION 98 AND SCHEDULE 13 APPLICATIONS TO DETERMINE THE
CONDITIONS TO WHICH A MINERAL SITE IS TO BE SUBJECT (INITIAL REVIEW OF OLD MINERAL
PLANNING PERMISSIONS)[EIA and Undetermined {Stalied) ROMP Applications]

REQUEST FOR INFORMATION REQUIRED TQ ENABLE THE AUTHORITY TO ADOPT AN UP-TO-
DATE STATUTORY SCREENING OPINION

[Regulation 5(3)]

Notice is hereby given that the Peak District National Park Authority as the Mineral Planning
Authority (MPA} requires information to provide an up-to-date, statutery, EIA screening opinion
for the ROMP application specified below:

« REFERENCE NUMBERS OF: | Py —
(1) THE RELEVANT PLANNING PERMISSION(S) | (1) 1898/8/68; WED/1177/464

(2) THE REVIEW (ROMP) APPLICATION FOR _
APPROVAL OF UPDATED CONDITIONS: (2) NPAWED/0487/157

» NAME AND ADDRESS RMC Roadstone Ltd — Eastemn

OF APPLICANT Albion Works
Saville Street
Sheffield
South Yorkshire
84 7UL
= NAME AND ADDRESS
INERAI . Longstone Edge
orEs s Great Longstone
Stoney Middleton
Derbyshire
First List plan attached,
* DATE OF ROMP APPLICATION: 27 March 1697
Member of the Association of Nations! Perk Authoribes ‘ Hodder of Councl of Europe Dipioma g\

Chiaf Executive: Jim Dixon
Chair Narendra Bajaria Depufy Chair lrene Ratcliffe
Working together for the Peak District Nafional Park:
=A speclal environment =A welcoming place at the heart of the nation *Vibrant communities and a thriving economy »
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You should aiready be aware that the Government recently introduced the Town and Country
Planning (Environmental Impact Assessment) (Mineral Permissions and Amendment)
(England) Regulations 2608. The regulations came into force on 22 July 2008. The purpose of
the new regulations is, amongst other things, to ensure that ail remaining initial reviews of old
mineral permissions (ROMPs) which are stalled for want of necessary envirohmental and other
information are finaily concluded.

Ay

The 2008 Regulations include a time-limited procedure, applied o each of the undetermined or
stalled reviews, to ensure that all parties are clear as to: what information is outstanding; the
timescale for its provision; and the sanctions for is continuing nen-provision beyond that
period. The regulations provide for the screening of the remaining permitted mineral
development to take place, and, where that development is EIA development, for scoping of
the Information to be inciuded in a new Environmental Statement (E8), the production of the
ES within a specified timescale (with sanctions for continuing non-provision) and publicity for it

This letter sets out information which is required to be provided to enable the Mineral Planning
Autherity to decide whether the ROMP application must be subject to Envirorimental Impact
Assessment (an EIA screening opinion).

Please note that the Authority has hitherto dealt with Bleaklow Industries Ltd on the

basis that the company is acting as agent for RMC Roadstone Ltd - Easter. You are
requested to confirm that this is still the position or, if not, what Bleaklow's formal
position is in respect of the ROMP application.

The Authority has aiso written to Giebe Mines Ltd and a copy of this letter is attached for your
information.

Additional information now require:

The minimum information requirements (under Regulation 5(2) of the 1988 EJA Regutations) to
enabie a screening opinion to be made are:

* anup-to-date plan of the site sufficient to identify the land:

* a bref description of. current and planned mineral development for the whole site for the

remaining life of the permission(s), that is, for the whole of the remaining development for

which pemission has been granted, not just the development over the forthcoming 15
years,

+ the possible effects of that current and planned development on the envircnment; and
* such other information or representations as you may wish to provide or make.

Plans provided must be up-to-date and to show the site and its immediate surroundings. The
environmental information must be up-to-date and relevant.

in addition, to enable the Mineral Planning Authority to adopt a screening opinion on whether
Environmental impact Assessment is required, the foliowing additional information must be

submitted:

* A survey plan of the permission area and immediate vicinity;
* Provision of working plans showing phasing - including: order: direction; depth of
working; tipping 'of waste arising; duration of each phase: restoration,

Timescale for supply of the information required
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The above requested information musi be provided within three weeks of the date of this
letter, uniess the Mineral Planning Authority agress to a later deadline in response to a request
from you. The level of detail of the information required and its availability from third parties will
be taken into account if you request an extended period; but please note that the objective is
for each stage of the new procedure to be undertaken within a relatively short period.

IMPORTANT ADVICE about sanctions for non-compliance [warnings required by 1999
EIA Regulation 5(3) and 5(7) as inserted by 2008 EIA Regulation 2(2)]:

5(7)(e) Automatic Suspension

If the information requested under reguletion 5(3) for making a screening opinion is not
provided within three weeks (or other period agreed by the MPA), that is the relevant deadline
as set out above, the mineral permission(s) relating fo the site will be automatically
suspended (apart from any restoration or aftercare conditions) under regulation 26A(18) and

any further working will be a breach of planning control.

Thereafter, the information procedure will resume as soon as the required information and
confirmation are provided - Suspsnsion will only be lifited when -a new ES is provided to the
satisfaction of the Mineral Planning Authority or Secretary of State [as required by reguiation
26A(18) of the 1999 Regulations], (unless a Screening Opinion or Screening Direction is
adopted which states that the development is not EIA development).

5(7}{f) Prohibition Order

If the information or a satisfactory Environmental Statement continues not to be provided, the
Mineral Planning Authority has a duty to make a prohibition order, under paragraph 3 of
Schadule 9 to the Town and Country Planning Act 1990, after two years of automatic
suspension under reguiation 26A(18) ceasing the whole or parts of the mineral permission(s)
relating ic development by the operatar failing to provide the necessary information.

IMPORTANT ADVICE about the statutory requirements for publicity:

5(3A) Arrangements to publicise this notification

in accordance with duties imposed by Regulation 5(3)(A) the Mineral Planning Authority will
ensure that a copy of this notification is posted on the site within 14 days of the date of this
notification, for a period of at least 14 days. The Authority will also ensure that a copy of this
notification ie placed on the planning register.

Yourg SinCETEly ™

David Bent
Mineral Team Manager
Planning Service
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GLEBE MINES LIMITED

Proposed Extraction of Fluorspar
Ore and Associated Vein Mingrals
by Open Pit Methods from an
Extension to the Workings at
Tearsall, Bonsall Moor

Planning Application Part 2
Planning Supporting Statement

January 2008
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Qlebe Mines Limited
Planning Application Part 2: Pranning Supporting Statament é V\fardell Am‘-sttmg

6.4.20 Current Minera! Reserves are sufficient to continue the operations at Cavendish
Mill for some 1.5 years at current levels of production. It should be noted that
over 50% of this reserve comprises Number 1 Dam sands. As this is a material
that has already been processad and because it has unique physical
characteristics it can not be used on its own as an ore feed. It must be blended
with primary ore to a maximum of 25% and consequently its vaiue as a ressrve Is
limited by the amount of primary ore avallable. The effective tonnage of of
Number 1 Dam sand that could be used (on the basie of this reserve statement)
could be as low as 76,00 tonnes giving a tolal useable reserve of 381,250 tonnes
or equivalent to less than a year's ore requirement.

£.4.21 Should Tributed ore, around which reserves are most uncertain, perform better
than expacted there could be a further 6 to 12 months additional ife for
operations. There is no certainty that new consents will be granted or that
Milldam will prove to be financially viable and therefore no additional life can be
assumed from Potential Mineral Resources,

Raile of Exiraction
8.4.22 In order to comply with planning conditions each site has a maximum annual
extraction rate which has a significant bearing on production at Cavendish Mill.

6.4.23 With the closure of Winster there is a shorifall in the permitted rate of extraction of
approximatsly 60,000 to 100,000 tonhes per annum dapending on the evailability
of tributed ore and the grade of ores delivered to the Mill.

6.4.24 Reserves am a finite entity and a natural consequence of their extraction is that
they become depleted and exhausted. If these are not repleced with new sites/
reserves then the deficit becomes even greater until it falls below & threshold
whereby the viability of the overall opsration is compromised.

5.4.25 In order for the Cavendish Mill operations to be sustainable there is an ongoing
requirement for new reserves to be consented at least at the same rate that they
are being depleted i.e. 420,000 tonnas per annum. Without regular replacement
of permitied ore reserves Cavendish Mill wil run out of raw material supply.

Permitied Reserves/ Perceived FReserves

6.4.28 The often-quoted term of Permitted Reserves significantly over-estimates and
misrepresents the amount of material available for processing at Cavendish Mill.
A fundamental consideration when defining reserves {as detailed in the definitions
outlined in Section 3.6.3) is the abifity to adequately define the quantity and
quality of the Mineral Resource along with all other modilying factors. These
include technical, ownership, economic, and planning criteria.

NLOTO4BAIC2 74 January 2008



Giebe Mines Limfted
Planning Application Part 2: Planning Supporting Statement @ %&W

6.4.27 Old Ministerial Consents do not attempt to apply a resource figure to the
permission.

6.4.28 Correspondence received from the Peak Park Joint Planning Board dated 24th
January 1996 lists all Active and Dormant vein mineral sites as part of the
Environment Act 1895 ROMP review. This is belleved {6 constitute what some
commentators refer to as Permitted Reserves.

6.4.29 The list identified Active sites at Old Moor/ Hazard, Longstone Edge and Rowter
Fam/ Portway.

6.4.30 The Old Moor/ Hazard consent was for surface dump extraclion only and
includes Hazard & Oxiow Rake. Under the Act & scheme was required by 1st
February 1997. However no scheme was submitted and the consent is now out of
time. A few old lead dumps remain but the site has severe environmental
constrmints that would require a new planning appfication and significant
environmental work. There is no identified Mineral Resource and the site has no
exploration potential for Glebe Mines Lid.

6.4.31 Longstone Edge was identified as an Actlve site and & joimt scheme submitted
by Laporte Minerals and RMC. This was subsequently superseded by the
Longsione Edge Coneolidating consent and now makes up the majority of the
reserve base currently held by Glebe Mines.

6.4.32 Consent for surface dump extraction only for Rowter Farm/ Portway required a
scheme to be submittad by st February 1997. No scheme was submiited and
the consent is out of time. A few dumps remain but there Is significant
environmental interest on the site and It is not a prospective target for the
Company. There is no Mineral Resource identified on the site.

6.4.33 Also included in the fist were Domant sites where no working has taken place
since 1982 and consequently require the submission of a new working scheme
prior to work starting were listed as Netherwailer Mine, Hazlebadge Farm and
intake Dale/ Coplow Dale/ Maiden Rake.

6.4.34 The Neotherwater Mine consent granted in 1951 for underground exiraction
covers an area whare the total mineral rights are in lease to Glebe Mines. There
is no information available as to the Mineral Resource and under the classification
system described above not even an ‘Inferred Mineral Resource” can be
quantified. There is a fundamental lack of test work with regard to assessing the
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Gilebe Mines Limitad
Planning Application Part 2: Planning Supporting Statement é Wardell Armstrong

Mineral Resource but enough is known of the geology to significantly limit any
potential, even more so given that the original consenm was for underground
working only. Any future mineral extraction from the site would require a new
medem consent.

6.4.35 Consent for underground and surface dump extraction was granted in 1851 at
Hazlebedge Farm. The mineral righis are In lease to Glebe Mines Lid and the
site was worked under modem consents in 1988 and 1889 during which time a
fotal of 11,000 tonnes was exiracted before the deposit became exhausted. On
this evidence the degree of confldence that can be assumed would not warrant
the statement of an “Inferred Mineral Resource”. This would require a modem
consent for any proposed workings.

5.4.36 The intake Dale’ Coplow Dale/ Maiden Rale Consents are a conglomeration of
small sites that were permitted for surface extraction & dump removal. Singularly
and cumulgtively these are too small to command any significant Mineral
Resource éven if any iest-work had been undertaken. These would require
modem conzents for any proposed workings.

6.4.37 It is clear that there is a fundamental lack of geelogical control on which to base
any stated Parmitted Reserves for the preceding consents.

6.4.38 Analogies are often wrongly drawn with permitted reserves relating to aggregate
production. These ore-bodies are laterally extensive and ostengibly homogenous
ard this usually allows for broad reserve assumptions 1o be made in terms of
quantity and quality by comparison to other similar deposits and on the basis of
minimal data such as outerop or disparate boreholes. In such instances it may be
acceptable 1o use permitted reserves as a term for planning control. it is not
applicable when dealing with the complexities of vein mineral deposits that are
inherently significantly smailer than stratigraphic deposits and that can pinch,
swell and exhibit significant mineralogical variation over relatively small strike
and/ or depth distancés. To delermine a Minsral Resource, adequate site
investigation and technical studies need to have been completed.

6.4.39 The sites outlined above have been known about and have been available for
mineral exploration/ extraction for over 50 years and apart from some limited
workings have not been initinted. They predominantly relate o underground
mining and are not too distant from Milidam where Glebe Mines Lid hoids an
extant consent for the underground extraction of the Hucklow Edge vein system.
This is currently the subject of a feasibility study to determine its financial viability.
Giving due consideration to the fact that Mildam has a consent, that it has

Nmm ' 76 January 2008
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@lebe Minea Limied 5
Planring Apphcation Pant 2 Planrins Supporting Stadement ‘:‘% Warde!l Armstong

o s ik ipel s

considerzble geoiogical controf and a knowr resource, and that infrastructiize is in
place to access the voin with established drainage, ventiatian and secondary
eqress it is notabla that the economics of underground mining are st marginal.

5.4.4G 1t is therefore concludae fhat oid consents for underpround exiraction of veir
minera’s thai would require gigniiicant capital investment in developing into mines
are unbkely to ever be vighla projocte and thet tair exdstence iz at best of
acadenic interest. Thare i3 no real prospect of tham ever being productive in
terms of supplying Cavendsh Wil and they should noi iherefore be asoribed any
Minoral Rescurce tonnage on which fo base dacisions affecting the iifa of
Cevendish Mill,

6.4.41 The cperations and business planning of Cavendish Wil need fe he pasard on real
&and angible raserves.

5.4.42 These Minislerial Consents are not curvently, and it is nol expacied thai they ever
will be, prospactive mineral exglovation targets icr Gisbe Minas Lid. As such they
do a0t represant viebls atternative sitas for mineral exirection to the paint whoera
other consente shouid not De yranisd,

6.5  Mineral Resgurce Planning

H.1  The resorves controlled by e mining company are usushy tisir man asset and &
vital consideration when meldng invesiment decisions. 4 minimum threshold of
eveilatle reszres must he maintained 10 aliow for Tluciuations in demand anc
ensure forward minare! supply o consumars.

[ a8

8.5.2 Comment is ofien mede as o the leval of reserves thie?! fra Company contrals aric
why new spplications @@ required to generate additionel resaives, Gihar
extracive Indusiries are the subjact of Mineral Planning Cuidanse that allows:
botir indugiry and Mineral Flanning Authorties to mske provisisn for forwerd
-gupplv of mirerale.

8.5.8 For example FPSY stetes that the chiectves for sustainable develonmeni for
minarala planning includa:
It is essential thet thars s en adsguate and st2acy supply of maledal to
provids the infrasiructure, bulidings and goods that society needs, but that
provigion 15 made in accordanca with the principles of susininable
gevelopmeni.”

o
o

thn
<

In tarms of ansuring supply
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