343

4, That authority be delegated to the Head of Development Control to approve the
final details of the conditions.
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FULL APPLICATION - CTION OF FLU SPAE AND SOCIATED VEIN

ERALISATION BY. CAS QDS i : :
PIKEHALL LANE, WINST P/DDD/{0503/282 120 2 33 23 597 GB

NOTE: The proposal is a malor application accompanied by an Environmental Statement.

The report summarises and assesses the proposal against the key land use planning guidance
notes and the Development Plan policies, consultation respohses, representations and all
relevant material considerations, including taking account of the Environmental Statement that
accompanies the application. The report concludes that on balance the application should be

recommended for approval.

Members should note that if the application were approved it would constitute a departure from
the policies of the Development Plan. Whilst members can refuse the application without
reference to the Office of the Deputy Frime Minister, should members wish {o approve then the
) application will need to be referred to the Office of the Deputy Prime Minister in case he wishes
to ¢all in the application for his own decision. The appfleatlon has already been advertised as a

departure application because of the nature of the proposal.

Location

The site fies about 1km fo the south west of Winster village to the west of the B5056 Winster to
Grangemill road and south of Plkehall Lane. The Limestone Way pubiic footpath passes within
about 200m to the north of the site, - A public footpath also passes within about 20m to the south

east of the site.

History
1981 - planning permission granted to prospect for vein minerals.

1982 - planning permission grented to work for fluorspar, barites, lead and zinc. {Permission not
implemented).

) 1986 - planning permission granted for exiraction of fluorspar, baryles and calciie for § ysars,
covering 1.7 ha in extent. {Mineral waste heaps particularly prominent)

1089 - planning permission granted for an extension in the working area to the site, to
accommodate mineral waste heaps, covering 2.1 ha in total extent,

1891 - planning pemmission granted. to-continue the extraction of fluorspar barytes and calcite for
an additional & years. (Site inactive for a number of years),

1986 - planning permission granted to continue the extraction of fluorspar, barytes and calcite for
3 years. Works to restors the site completed around 2001.

2000-2002 - various notifications received for mineral exploration operations.

Proposal

The proposal is to extract 378,000 tonnes of vein minerals (fluorspar, barytes and lead) by
opencast methods, The site area would cover 7.1 ha. The excavation area would cover 3.4 ha.
Extraction would take place over 4 years with an additional year to complete the reinstatement of
the site, followed by a B-year aftercare period. Extraction would be undertaken in 3 successive
phases, working from south to north, with progressive restoration. Working in the first phass
would involve extraction of the narrow veins to a depth of 8.5 m followed by backfiling. In the
jast two phases working would extend fo a depth of 36 m, requiring benching into the limestone



ltem 7.2 34£

"Planning Conirol Committee — Major Htams
28 Novembar 2003 Page 2
Head of Developmeni Conird]

host reck and the development of an open pit. All limestone extracted during the workings would
remain on site and be used to progressively restore worked out areas, or stored in temporary
waste heaps to the east and west of the application site to a maximum helght of 7 m. The
restoration scheme proposes 1o reinstate the landform back o original ground level at the
eastern and western edges of the site: In the central section it is proposed to restore the iand to
a lower level with a proflie graded from west to east and expased rock faces running along the
northern. and southern boundaries of the central section.

The applicant has advised that It operates a system of accounting by which pravision is made in
the account for every tonne of ore extracted from the start of operations to be set aside for
restoration. The provision is fixed at sufficient level to adequately cover the costs of final
restoration and aftercare and is independently assessed each year. The applicant Is also
prepared to provide an additional guarantee for restoration of the site through an insurance

restoration bond.

In considering the application, the applicant has offered to sell the vein mineral rights on the
eastern end of Longstone Edge to the Authority for a nominal sum of £1, as a planning gain,

Consuitations

Highway Authority - initial and second consultation - no objections subject to conditions to be
included In any consent covering: improvements to the existihg access onto Pikehall Lane;
limited widening of the Pikehall Lane to at least 5.5m; ail heavy goods vehicles should tum right
on ieaving fhe site; provision of car parking and for unioading and loading of goods; and wheel

cleaning facilities, Third consultation - no reply.

District Councll {Planning) — initial consultation - no objections subject fo agreement/conditions
regarding traffic routes, temporary screen mounding and progressive restoration work and final
site eppsarance. Second and third consuitation — no reply.

District Council (Environmental Health) — Initial consultation -- recommends imposition of
conditions to Include’ hours of working Including lorry movaments (between 0700 hrs and
1730 hrs Monday fo Friday); noise controls {noise levels not to exceed 45 dBA (1 hour) as
measured at a nearby dwelling); and blasting (between 1000hrs and 170Chrs Monday to Friday,
ground vibration not to exceed Emm/second in 85% of blasts and no individual biast to exceed
12 mm/second). Second and third consuitation — no reply.

Winster Parish Coundil - initial consultation - not against the proposal providing its concerns can
be overcome. Cencerned over the suitabliity of the haulage route bearing in mind the size and
nature of the B5056. Would like to see a more substantlal and stable bond than that offered to
cover short term and long-term restoration of the site in the event of the operator failing. A more
sympathetic [andscaping plan Is desirable during the early phases of development. Concerned
that the final restoretion proposals, which leave a cilff face, may not be appropriate. Consider
that the proposa! will have a major landscape impact during all stages of development. Impact
will be visible from prominent vantage points. Concerned about the security of the site and
consider security patrols should be provided. The operator should be responsible for
undertaking an archaeological watching brief. Confirmation sought that officers of the Authority
will monitor the site. Second consultation and third consultation - the proposed restoration would
provide a landform that is out of character with the existing area, The proposed dliff height of
10m is too high. Linsar tree belts at the foot of the praposed cliffs would change the character of
the area. Normally tree beits appear on rising topography. The loss of lead mining remains is
regrettable. Consider the earthworks should be preserved taking into account the loss of interest
elsewhere in the locality. Do not wish to see a landscape created that is detrimental to the
character of the area. Consider the existing landform could be reinstated and maintained
through good management practice. Consider there is an option to recreate a hay meadow.
Consider the photographs could have been better and the locations chosen appeat to favour the
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applicant. Most of the photoviews list the overall degres of change as adverse. The placing of
soil over the surface of the (waste) storage mound would not encourage grass growth and would

result in the loss of soll.

Environment Agency — initiai consultation — no objections subject to the imposition of conditions
covering drainage, storage of fuels and restrictions on materials to be deposited at the site to
prevent poliution of the water environment and to protect water quality. Second consultation —
advises that an abstraction licence may be required if water Is abstracted for dust supprassion,
wheel washing or dewatering. Third consultation — no reply.

Countryside Agency ~ Initial, second and third consuitation - no repty.

English Nature — inftial consuttation - considers that the proposed development is unlikely to have
any adverse impact on the Wyns Tor Site of Special Scientific Interest (SSSI} or the Clough
Woods SSSI, that are in praximity tothis development. Second consuitation — no additional
comment. Third consultation — no further comment.

Derbyshire Wiidiife Trust — initial and second consultation - underetand the Authority’s Ecologist
are providing a dstalled response on the ecological impacts of the application and would support
their comments. Third consultation — no reply.

Landscape Architect - initial consultation - very concerned about the proposal. As submitted the
proposal will have a major visual impact for the duration of the works and a moderate to high
permanent impact on the character of the area. The Landscape Impact Assessment is not very
comprehansive. Photos and photomontages are of poor quality, provide inadequate coverage
and shiempt to show the site as being hidden when It is very open io views, Character
assessment of existing sifuation lacks information. The proposed restoration landfomm is out of
character with the existing area, as the existing landform would indicate cliff faces being aligned
in a north—-south direction rather than east- west as proposed. Based on the information
provided recommends refusal. Second and third consultation — the supplementary Information
covers most of the queries raised on the original landscape assessment. Taking this mformation
Into account remains of the opinion that the development would have a significant visual impact
in the locality. |s of the opinion that the proposed development is major development, although

) =mcknowledges that the proposed timescale of oparations is limited. Recommends refusal of the
application, on the grounds of significant visual impact. However, aware that there is the
possibllity that the vein mineral rights may be given up for the majority of the eastem end of
Longstone Edge, If this can be successfully secured and can be guaranteed to prevent the
resumption of quarrying then on belance the benefits outweigh the 5-year visual impact of the
proposed deveiopment at Winster,

Farm and Countryside Service — initial and second consuitation - no comment. Third
consultation - no reply.

Archaeology Service ~ initial consuitation - broadly concurs with the comments provided in the
EJA and the consultants recommendations. No objections fo the proposal subject to the
implementation of a programme of archaeological monitoring and recording being undertaken.
Recommends a condition covering the archaeological requirements in the event of planning
permission being granted. Third consultation — no reply. '

Ecology Service — initial Second and Third consultation - Main concern Is the effect of the
proposed blasting on the protected species located on the northemn houndary of the applicafion.
Providing material can be removed without blasting then the proposed 20 m standoff 2one would
be sufficlent, The loss of the dew pond on a temporary basis should not affect the protected
specles as water can be spurced from elsewhere, If blasting is undertaken then there may be a
need to exclude the protected species from the habitat, having obtained a licence from English
Nature. Tree sheiter-belt propbsed in the restoration scheme should be planted with locally
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sourced ash, hazel and hawthorn. A suitable calcareous grassiand seed mix should be used for
restoration of the pasture-land. The dewpond should be reinsiated. Additional comment - As
heavy plant would be used on the site there should be a8 30m stand off between the protected
specles and the workings. {The applicant has since agreed fo this stand-off and the erection of
fencing to prevent ingress of the protecied specles and piant and machinery into this
safeguarding zons). -There is no firm guidance as to the minimum distance between the araa
cccupied by the protected species and blasting operations. The applicant has not to blast within
76 m of the protected species. This Is considered fo be a reasonable distance according to the
local wildlife group with a particular Interest in this species. . This group considers that it would be
referable to avold blasting during the breeding season (December to March, inclusive). The
Authority’s Ecologlst wishes to imppse a condition to that effect.

Representations

Council for National Parks (CNP) — concerned over the photomontages of viewpoints that tend to
underestimate the visual impact of the proposal and the absence of a traffic impact assessment.
Objects to the proposal and asks- the Authority fo refuse the application as it conflicts with
national park purposes and Is contrary 1o the Development Plan in that adverse impacts on the
velued characteristics and amenity of the area have not been reduced to an acceptable level or
eliminated. The development is not acceptable given the need to conserve and enhance the
national park. The development has not been shown to be in the public interest. It has not been
shown that no reasonable altermative source, site or means of production |s available that is, on
balance, less damaging to the national park. Exceptional circumstances have not been
demonstrated. A national need, which overrides the policy to protect the park has not been
demonstrated. CNP considers there is ne overriding need to approve this application at this
time, as 7- 10 years supply is available 1o the applicant, predominantly from Longstone Edge.
Alfernative sites and supply (even discounting abroad) are available at this time. The option to
pursue underground working at other sites is also available, which would result in less damage to
the National Park. Additional representation — Weicome the applicant's inftiative regarding the
vein mineral rights on the eastern end of Longstone Edge. However, after careful consideration
have decided to maintain their objection {o the Winster application because of the policy
principles Involved. If the Authority refuses the application then it is hoped that the vein mineral
rights could still be acquired given the Company's commitment not to work them. Should the
Authority be minded to approve the application, CNP would be likely to press for the application

to be called in.

A local resident has questioned the mccuracy of the scological section of the submitted
environmental statement, concerning the presence of & protected spacles towards the boundary
of the site. The environmental statement suggests the habitat was oid and not eccupied by the
protected species at the time of the survey. The local resident considers the habitat Is active.
No working should therefore take place within 30 m of the active habitat.

Main Policies

Relevant Structure Plan policies include: GS1, C2, C5, C8, C10, C15, M1, M2, M3, M5, M7, T1,

T10,E1.
Relevant Local Plan policles include: LC15, LC16, LC18, LC21, LM1, LM2.

Comment

-Scale/Need/Alternatives

Structure Plan policies GS1, M2, M3 and M5 establish the context for considering scale, need
and alternatives. General Strategy Policy 1 {GS1) of the approved Structure Pian (1994)
establishes that deveiopment will be controlled to conserve and enhance the valued
characteristics of the National Park. Structure Plan policies M2 and M2 confirm that all proposals
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wilf be subject to the most rigorous examination and will be strictly controlied. Proposals will not
be approved uniess they are in the public interest and no reasonable altemative site or means of
production is avallable. Major development will not be permitted other than in exceptional
tircumstances where it is essential to meet a national need which ovérrides the national policy to
protect the designated interest of the National Park

The Authority has not sought to define public interest, exceptional cireumstances, national need
or major development within the development plan since these are best assessed and defined on
a case-by-case basis, Each application is considered on its merits and assessed against policies

contained within the Development Plan.

The Peak District is one of the main sources of fluorspar in Britain. The Authority has accepied
in the past that there was a need for fluorspar fo be worked in terms of national considerations of
mineral supply. This was based on Ministerial decisions concermning vein mineral extraction
jssued inthe 1950s. At the time of the 1976 Blakedon Hollow tailings lagoon appesl, linked also
to the continuation of vein mineral extraction operaticns at Longsicne Edge, the Secretary of
State for the Environment conciuded that the confirued production of fluorspar from
Cavendish Mill was important to the national economy and was ‘vital in the public interest’,
Up until August 2000 there had not been any subsequent decisions or any further advice
contsined within Minerais Planning Guidance notes issued by the Depariment of the
Environment, Trensport and the Regions to alter the approach.

In August 2000, following the pubiic inquiry into the appeal against the Authority's decision to
refuse planning permission for vein mineral extrattion/exploration at Cop Mine, Bradwell, held
during May 18598, the Secretary of Stete concluded that the significance of the appeal proposal
gs a possible strategic reserve of a mineral for which there is a national need should not be
overridden by iocal environmental constraints, Questions were ralséd over this decision,
particularly when taking into account the decision made by Laporie Minerals in July 1998, to
close its fluorspar production operations at Cavendish Mill following the loss of a major customer
who had decided to source materials from China. -

A report was subsequently commissioned by the Authority in February 2001 to assess the
national nead for fluorspar, The report published in April 2001 effectively concluded that whilst
there is a demand for fluorgpar this does not amount to a national need and adequate alternative
supplies of fluorspar, which Is an Intemationally traded commodity, are available at compstitive
cost and guallty from various overseas sources including China, South Africa and Mexico. This

was reported to the July Planning Confrol Commiltee (PCC) at which Members defarred

consideration pending consuitation on these issues with Interested parties. At the November
PCC Members resolved to adopt the report as a material consideration in relation lo future
fiuorspar proposals, The existing Mineral Planning Guidance Note 1. (MPG1), Is now being
revised to be replaced by a document relevant to all minerals supplemented by annexes dealing’
with the specific interests of individual minerals, The Office of the Depuly Prime Minister
{ODPM) is considering whether there might be a case for additional new policy or advice for non-
energy, non-aggregate mirieral groups. This would Include vein minerals. Seminars have
recently been held involving the ODPM, consultants employed by the ODPM involved In the
review of MPG1, the Department of Trade and Industry (DT1) representatives from the Minerals
Industry, Mineral Planning Authorities and environmental groups.

Cavendish Mill is the principal vein mineral processing plant in Derbyshire and the UK. Vein
mineral (luorspar, barytes, lead, calcits) is extracted and processed to obtain a concentrate of
calcium fluoride (acidspar) to meet the demends of the chemical industry. From the acidspar,
hydrofluoric acid is manufactured. This acid is the starting point for producing fluorine-containing
chemicals which are used for a variety of purposes, Including refrigerant gases, non-stick
coatings (eg Teflon), anaesthetics and refining elements in electronic circuit boards, aluminium
and uranium production. Some material is used directly as a fiux in welding rod, glass fibre and
metallurgical industries. When under the control of Laportes, the Mill processed up to 450,000
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tonnes of vein mineral ore per ysar. From this about 6§0-65,000 tonnes of acid grade fluorspar,
20-25,000 tonnes of barytes and 3-400 tonnes of lead concentrate was produced. In 1999
Laportes announced the closure of the Mil. The Mill was acquired by the applicant and
operations resumed in October 1989, albeit on a reduced level. Since acquisition sales have
steadily increased following the development of markets for the product. '

In addition to the mineral at this site being of a suitable quality for processing at Cavendish Mill
there are alternative vein mineral sites currently heing worked which supply the Mill. These
include active vein mineral surface workings, including the western end of Longsione Edge, vein
minerai arising from limestone quarry workings e.g. Hope, and through the reworking of old
tailings, There is currently some very limited underground working teking place at Longstone
Edge but all other underground permissions are inactive, including Milldam Mine. Alternatives
also exist outside the National Park in Derbyshire and the Northern Pennine area. There are
alternatives avallable through the world market.

The applicant considers that current operational sites extracting vein mineral have the capacity to
release ore at the rate of 260,000 tonnes per annum. To operats economically the Mill requires
between 350,000 and 400,000 tonnes of vein mineral ore per year. The applicant considers the
only way of enswing continuad operation of the Mill is to permit other sites fo make up the
shorifall. - The applicant considers it is not operationally practical {0 increase the cutput from
existing sites. The applicant considers there is some 2,400,000 tonnes of penmitted rasource
available within the Park. Some of this resource is not within the conirol of the applicant This
level of resource is at the minimurn acceptable level for continued operation at Cavendish Mill In
terms of business investment. Taking into account the lead-in time of abtaining pemission for
new deposits and the current yearly shortfzli in permitied reserves, new deposits are required in
order to sustain the operation of Cavendish Mill. The applicant considers there is no other
aeconomic or permitted resource within the UK, with the exception of a smail deposit at Pateley
Bridge. The applicant considers that it is uneconomic to import raw material from abroad.

The main customers of the applicant are the UK hydrofiuoric acid producers who reguire a high
qualkty fiuorspar as a raw material, The applicant considers that only the UK, Morocco, Spain
and China produce the required quallty. Moroeco is fully sold to Canada and southern Europe.
Spain currently provides into the UK but has insufficient capaclty to provide any more. China,
although supplying fonhage In 2000, has now been dropped as a supplier by both UK
hydrofluoric acid producers because of unreliability, shipping / logistical problems and falling
export quotas. The Chinese export qguota has fallen by 26% in the last two years and it is muted
by some Chinese sources that this may fall by a further 48% over the next four years.

There remains uncerlainty over whether there is a national need for vein minerals (fluorspar) and
the avallability of alternatives pending the review of MPG 1. if the view of the consultant is
maintained that reasonable alternatives exist then it would follow that there would be no national
need to work the vein mineral from this site. Consequently, the proposed development would be
contrary to Structure Plan policies GS1, M2 and M3,

In the interim pending the review of MPG 1 the applicant is prepared to rationalise -existing
operations and has offered the mineral rights it owns on part of the eastern end of Longstone
Edge as planning gain. The rights offered are the vein mineral rights. The surface of the land
and the rights to other minerals, (limestone), are held by ancther party.

The old mineral planning permission isstied in 1852, and still subject to review under the
provisions of the Environment Act 1895, is aftached to land at the sastern end-of Longstone
Edge. This permission is for the winning and working of fluorspar and barites and for the working

-of lesad and any other minerals which are won in the course of working these minerals. This

permission has proved to be highly controversial due to the differing interpretations placed on the
wording of the permission. The Authority has taken the view in the past that the permission is
primarily for the winning and working of vein minerals and the other minerals (imestone) can only
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be won in the course of working the vein minerals, effectively as an ancillary mineral. The cwner
of the surface and-the imestone considers the permission allows for the working of limestone.

¥ the Authority was to own the vein mineral rights for much of the éastem end of Longstone
Edge, or obtain & legal agreement whereby the current owner {the applicant) agreed not to work
these rights, then the view can be taken that no further winning of other minerals can take place,
in order to be compliant with the terms of the 1652 planning permission. The next step would
then be consideration of serving a revocation order.

Effectively the applicant is willing to give up the rights to work one area in exchange for obtaining
planning permission to work ancther, Officers consider that there is a net benefit to the Authority
in such an exchange. Materlal conslderations therefore exist in aliowing the development to {ake

place as a departure from Structure Pian policies G81, M2 and M3,

-Landscaps and Visual impact

In both landscape and visual terms the site s isolated from the broad sumounding area due fo
the localised topography of the site, which is located In & shallow hollow just beneath a
topographical high point. The impacts of the proposal can be divided into short and long-term
impacts. Extraction and screening mitigation would have a significant Impact upon Individua!
landscape and viewpolnfs in close proximity fo the site. However, the short-term impacts would
be limited to the 4-year period of extraction. Residual impacts would be over the pericd of
restoration. The relatively short-term nature of the impacts also reduces the overall significance.
Long-term impacts are concamead with the subsequent restoration of the sife. Restoration would
reinstate the southern part of the site fo existing levels. However, the central part would be at a
slightly lower level. Therefore there would be a slight adverse change to the character of the

landscape.

The most significant impacts of the proposal are visugi. There are open views onte the site from
the B5056 and the public fooipath to the east and north east of the site, and from the Pikehall.
Lane to the north and from the public footpath to the south-east. Onlookers would experience
direct views of the proposed workings, soil storage and overburden mounds, aithough the soll
‘storage mounds would obscure views info the proposed workings. Onlookers would expsrience
a substantial adverse impact for the duration of the extraction phases but this would be reguced

.to glight adverse on restoration.

At restoration the appearance and character of the landscape would change slighfly, due to the
reinstatement of the ground within the central area to a lowsr level than exisfing and the creation
of north-west to south-east cliff faces. However, this impact would reduce over time as
vegetation colonises the rock.

The Authority’s Landscape Architect recommends refusal of the application on grounds of
significant visual impact. However, if the eastem end of Longstone Edge can be safeguarded
from working then the benefits of this outweigh the 5 years of visual impact of the proposed
deveiopment at Winster.

On its face the proposaf appears to be contrary to policles GS1 and C2 of the Structure Plan and
local Plan policy LM1. However, this does not take into account the subsequent offer by the
applicant to sell or ralinquish its minerai rights on the eastem end of Longstone Edge. Under
these circumstances, your officers are of the opinion that the application proposals represent the
least environmental impact option on the valued characteristics of thé Natlonal Park. Material
considerations therefore exist for allowing this development as a departure from-policles GS1, €2

and LM1.
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Ecology

A habitat survey and an assessment of the potential for protected specles were undertaken. In
habitat terms the majority of the land comprises agriculturally impraved grassland with 2 small
area of semi improved grassland, a vein mineral pit and a dew pond. The habitats present are
consldered to be of negligible value for nature conservation, with the exception of the vein
mineral pit that is of local value. Evidence of the activity of a protected species was found to the
north of the site and on the northem boundary of the site, but was not considered to be recent.

The Authority’s Ecologist generally agrees with the findings of the habitat survey, apart from the
comment made conceming the protected species. The Authority’s Ecologist considers: the
protected species Is actively occupying and using land on and to, the northern boundary of the
site. Providing conditions are altached, including maintaining a 30m safeguarding strip and no
blasting within 76m of the area occupied by the protected specles then there are no overriding
objections to the proposal. The develapment is considered to be in accordance with policies
C11, C14, and M7 and Local Plan policles LC17, LC18, LC18, LC21 and LM1,

rehi

There is evidence of lead mining archaeological remains on the site that may be affected by the
proposal. Otherwise the area is of generally low archaeoclogical sensitivity and potential for non-
lead mining remains is low. It is considered that no further archaeological work ig required in
respect of the non-lead mining remains. However, in recognition of the potential for unknown
remains, the assessment recommends that an archaeological watching brief Is undertaken

guring the soil siripping phase of the development.

It is considered that from an archaeoiogical viewpoint, subject io the implementation of a
pregramme of archasological monitoring and recording through the Imposition of conditions, the
proposal is in accordance with Structure Plan policy C8 and C10 and Local Plan policy LC15 and
LC186.

Noise/Blasting/Dust

The potential source of noise and dust would arlse from plant and machine movements and
through drilling and blasting. A noise survey was undertaken at three locations fo assess the
background noise levels. Noise prediction calculations Indicate that the noise arising from the
proposed development should give tise fo noise levels that are In line with the requirements of
Minerals Planning Guidance Note 11 (MPG 11) that would not have a significant impact on the

environmeant.

The Environmental Mealth Officet recornmends that the nolse levels from activities at the site
should not exceed 45 dBA (1hour), as measured at a nearby dwelling rather than the 50 dBA
(1 hour) as indicated in the environmental statement. 1t is noted that noise from the drilling rig,
would exceed 45 dBA (1hour). Howsver, working may be possible without the use of the drilting
rig, or if required it would be used on an Infrequent and occasional basis.. The applicant has
confirmed that it would be prepared to obtain a quieter drilling rig and accept a condition
preventing the use of the drifling rig unless It complies with the nolse limit of 45 dBA {1 hour).
Blasting will onfy be necessary on an occasional basis due to the proposed limits on depth of
working and the weathered and fragmented nature of the ground. Given the remote location of
the site and its distance frorn the nearest residentiat property vibration Is predicted to be barely

perceptible.

The Environmental Health Officer recommends that blasting takes place between -1000hrs and
1700hrs, Monday to Friday and ground vibration should not exceed Bmmisecord. The
Authority’s Ecologist has concerns regarding the proximity of the working and associated blasting
operation to the protected specles iocated on the northern boundary of the site. The applicant

35’
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has confirmed that no development will take place within 30 m of the protected specles and that
no blasting will take place within 75 m of the protected species.

The main source of dust generafion would arise from the movement of plant and machinery and
driliing and blasting. The effects tend to be worse during dry/windy weather conditions. Fugitive
dust has the potential to travel up fo 250 m. The closest residential property is over 400 m from
the site and would not be affected by the dust. Measures fo control fugilive dust emissions
include the installation of dust suppression and coliection equipment on machinery and use of a

moblle water bowser on haul roads.

it is considered that operational issues such as nolse, blasting and dust can be adequately
contrailed by the imposition of appropriate condltions. The proposal s considered to be in
accordance with Structure Plan policy C15 and Local Pian policies LC21 and LM1.

Water/Hvdrogeology -

There are no surface watercourses or water bodies present within the area. Any surface water
currently infliitrates the limestone and is channelled away through fissures and faults. The
proposed working lies above the water table, which would remain unaffected by the proposal,
There would bs no impact on groundwater flow or sources. No cave systems were intercepied

during the exploration works.

The site is located on.a major aquifer under the Environment Agency's Groundwater Protection
policy. The aquifer Iis highly vulnerable to poliution due to the fissured nature of the limestone
strata. The Environment Agency has raised no objecfion to the proposals providing on-site
pollution control measures are undertaken. The development is considered to be in accordance
with Structure Plan policy C15 and Local Plan policies LC21, LC22 and LM1.

Larries leaving the =ite would turn right onto the © 38 Winster-Pikehall Lane and traval 300 m
before turning left onto the B5056. Lorry traffic wouid then travel to Cavendish Mill via the AB
and the B6465. The traffic generated by the proposal would average at 20 lorries {20 fonne
loads) per day, up to a maximum of 25 lorries per day. This would result in an average of 40
forry movements, up tb a maximum of 50 lorry movements per day. The generated traffic is not
considered 16 be significant. The generated fraffic volumes for the proposed development, in
terms of composition of the traffic flows, are not significant on the A6. The percentage increase
in HGV traffic on the B5056 and the B6465 would however be higher, rising from 4% to 8%,
because the existing traffic flows are significantly lower. This is not an untypical composition for
such roads. The road network is considered to have an adequate capacity, both along its links
and junctions, to accommodate the proposed 1oy traffic. The proposed development wauld
replace the extraction operations at Tearsall that are planned 1o close down at the end of 2003.

Since completing the fraffic impact assessment, a planning application has bsen received to
extend the extraction operations at Tearsall. The applicant is aware that the Tearsall proposal is
to extract 15,500 tonnas of fluorspar and 45,000 tonnes of limestone over a six months period,
Of the 70 lory movements proposed in the Tearsall application only 8 would travel along the
same route as lorry movements from the Winster site, '

The Highway Authority has not objected to the proposal subject to conditions that includes
widening the Pikehall Lane to at least 5.5 m for about 300 m from the polnt of access to the
B5056. Structure Plan policy T1 states that new developmant will not normally be permitted if
the amount and type of traffic generated requires the alteration of roads that are not included in
the Strategic road network. The road subject fo widening is not Included in the Strategic road
network. However, the extent of the proposed road widening is limited and will not have a
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significant impact on the valued characteristics of the Natlonal Park. Consequently, officers
consider the proposal Is in accordance with Structure Plan policy T1 and local plan policy LM1.

Solls

Given the extent and quality of the land involved (agricultural land classification grade 4 — poor
quality lands with severe limitations thet restrict the range of crops and yields) the proposed
mineral extraction will not have a major Impact on farm viability. Available soils (fopsolls and
subsolls) will be stripped and stored separately and be used 1o restore the site as part of the
progressive restoration scheme. There is concemn that soll, if placed thinly over the mineral
waste tips fo encourage vegetation-take, would be difficult to retrieve for use in the final
restoration of the site. Conditions could be impossed to prevent this, and to safeguard the solls
for final restoration. Cfficars consider the proposal is in accord with Structure Plan policy C5, M7

and Local Plan policy LM2.

Employment

The applicant is the sole ;irbducer of acid grade flucrspar in the UK and currently employs in total
51 direct seml-skilled, skilled and profassional staff and 23 full timé contractors. Indirectly over

100 jobs are related to the operation.

The employment policies in the Structure plan do not specifically promote employment of this
nature and other policies such as minsrals and conservation policies are given greater weight. it
is important to note that the need for the mineral justifies employment but the need for
employment does not justify mineral exiraction in_a National Park as confirmed in the
examination In public into the Structure Plan in 1994 and reiterated in the Local Plan,

The applicant owns the freehold vein mineral rights on part of the eastern end of Longstone Edge
and has offered fo sell them to the Authority for £1 as pianning gain. The Authority has power to
acquire interests in land by agreement under 5227 of the Town and Country Planning Act 1990
where it is necessary in the proper planning of the area. However, officers will need to consider
what llabliities may be attached to such a transfer. On the other hand the applicant may be
prepared fo enter into a planning obiigation whereby the company would agres not to further
impiement Its rights to win and work veln minerals, resulting in a deemed revocation of the
permission. Your officers are conslidering which option would be the most appropriate from the
Authority’s point of view but in the meantime seek authority for both courses of action. Your
officers are also considering whether a formal revocation order should be made and authority for
this will be sought at a later date If it Is felt to be expedient.

Overall Balance of Analysis on Submitted Proposal

Factors against;

Uncertainty whether there-is a national need for fluorspar, (The Government are currently
evaluating the situation through the review of MPG1)

Altemative sources of supply are avallable.

Landscape and visual impacts from distant medium and local viewpoints for the duration of the
operations and landscape impact foliowing compietion of developrnent.

35:
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Factors in support

Planning galn obtained from transferring or securing the rights to work vein mfnerai or obtaining a
legal agreement from the applicant agreaing not to work the vein mineral rights on part of the

eastern end of Longstone Edge.

Continuation of supply of vein mineral in order to sustain the business, employment and the
future of UK acid grade fluorspar production.

Conclusion

Members will need to judge the proposal egainst the Structure Pian and Local Plan policies and
all other material considerations, including taking account of the details provided in the
Environmental Impact Assessment. This is & major proposal and it is Important that a rigorous
assessment is carried aut. If Members are minded to accept the proposal they would need to be
) cettain that either there was a national need for the mineral and/or there were excaptional
' circumstances or material considerations whereby an approval would be in the public interest
and wouid conserve o enhance the character of the National. Park. On the other hand If
mernbers wish to refuse the application there must be clear and specific reasons for the refusal

that could be defended on appeal, if necessary.

Altemative sources of fluorspar are considered to be available and as such the view can be
taken that there is no national naed for the development to take place at this site. There are
visual impact objections to the proposal. However the offer to transfer or sagure the vein mineral
rights over a significant area of the eastern end of Lorgstone Edge and the possibility of
safeguarding the area from a further 40 years of working carries significant weight.

Material considerations therefore appear to exist whereby approval, with an associated legal
agreement, would result in an overall net bensfit to the National Park and be in the public
interesl. Officers therefore recommend approval of the application as a depariure from the
Authority's Development Plan policies subject fo prior conclusion of a legal agresment and
conditions. '

j Human Rights

Any human rights issues have been considered and addressed in this report. it is felt that any
interference with human rights is justifiable because of the overall benefits of the proposal.

RECOMMENDATION:

1. That the Secretary of State be Informed that the Authority Is minded to approve the
applicaflon as a departure from the development plan on the basis outlined In

recommendation 2.

2. That subject to the prior signing of a Sectlon 106 legal agreement whereby the
applicant formally agrees to transfer the freehold vein mineral rights on part of the
eastern end of Longstone Edge to the Authorify and/or agrees not to work the vein
mineral rights without payment of compensation and the setting up of a restoration
bond the application ref. NP/DDD/0503/282 be APPROVED subject to the conditions
covering the following broad Issues:

{a) duration of the operations - four years for working, one year for restoration:
and 5. year aftercare period; ‘

{b) working in accordance with the approved plans;

{c) restrict opencast working to the Identified working areas;

(d) provision of annual sales figures;
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(e}  quarterly submission of tonnages/weighbridge recsipt on site and mineral

basis;
f provision of annual survey;
(g} hours of working { D700 hrs to 1730 hrs Monday to Friday);

{h)  noise limits/blasting limits dust controls and monltoring;

{}] remove permitted development rights covering fixed plant and machinery;

)] ecojogical and archaeclogical protection and control, Including measures to
safeguard protected species;

(k)  water discharge and pollution prevention measures;

{0 landscape measures;

(m) access and fraffic;

(n)  restoration, aftercare and after-use.

Footnote
(to include traffic routelng)

3. That authority be delegated to the Head of Development Control and the Head of
Law Jointly to determine the detalls of the Section 106 agreement and any transfer

of the vein mineral rights to the Authority.

4, That authority be delegated to the Head of Development Control to approve the
final details of the conditions.

List of Background Papers {not previously publishad)
Nil

35!
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Rhodia

A letter dated 20 November 2003 has been received from Rhodia Organic Fine Ltd a consumer
of flucrspar. Rhodia ask that the Authority consider the importance and benefits (in terms of
quality, logistics and economic factors) to the UK fiuorine consuming industry that the UK source
of mineral provides. Rhodia state that fluorspar is an Important component in fluorcarbons and as
a catalytic agent. it is important to Rhodla's position as a fluorcarbon producer that It continues to
have hydrogen fluoride availabie in the UK, as well as being able to supply facilities in Francs.
Without & UK source of fluorspar Rhodia would have to import inferior fluorspar from China.
Chinese exporis have significantly decreased with prices increasing as imbalances in supply and
demand have occtrred. In summary Rhodia state that it is strategically crucial to their business
that good quality fluorspar within the UK remains avaitable, Rhodla state that it is also important
to other UK based producers arid thus it Is in the UK's national interest to maintain a UK based

fiuorspar industry.

CPRE

Objsct in principfe to the proposal on the basis the there Is no need for the development, the
detnimental impact on the Nationel Park's valued characteristics, (in particular visual amenity),
and & policy of presumption againat trading of ol¢ permissions for new. However CPRE also offer
a reserved position supporting the application on condltion of the following: the relinquishment of
vein mineral rights at Longstone Edge is properly secured and/or the future use of the rights
curtailed beyond reasonable doubt. A clear posRive sum of benefits to the Park must be
demonstrated; a suitable financial bond for resioration is arranged:; as the development is a
major departure from policy the Authority should refer it to the Secretary of State,

35¢



QINERALS APPLICATION FORM
Applicatien 1o Carry Cut Mineral Working

O PEAK:

and Asscciated Development _—
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING ACT 1880 hncmal NATIONAL n.
5 Caring for a Living Landscape

APPLICANTS SHOULD READ ACCOMPANYING GUIDANCE NOTES BEFORE COMPLETING THE MINERALS
APPLICATION FORM AND ANNEXES, f# . y

ALL APPLICANTS MUST OOWLETE QUESTIONS 1-8 ON THIS FORM AS FULLY AS POSSIBLE,

1 Applicant (BLOCK GAPITALS PLEASE) Agent [BLOCK CAPITALS PLEASE)
Name  (JLEBE MINES LTh. Neme
Address  CaAeMSH MILL Address
SPUNEY MIBDLETON
HOPE VILLEY
$32 4™
Tel no. Telno.
Fax no. Fax no.
Name ot Contat  C. J. WH (TE Name of Contact
3. The Application Site '
) LocsTion and address of the ske Grid Ref atofin-acevss
_ arwer conire of sie:
Lixwve W WINSTER Mus®, -~ (delete 5 upproprate)
Soun OF PIKE HxLL LANE, WINSTER Sk 2345, 5974

m Pmzent use(s) ofthesie

Rougs GRAZING ® DEXELICT OPENCAST SITE

m mmmﬁdmmubrummmmmabnm

(iv) Toblawhﬁnnmuomdhrpdm_mshphm(hhma)
4
() Viwtis the appiicants imsrestinm ske?
LEMEMRLDER
(vi) Whet is the applicants interast In the adjolning land (i any, pleass outline in blue on your site plans)?

NoNE




Nature of Minerals Application i 3 6 ﬁ

3
o I= the application for: m v
New minemal extraction? S
E:; Extensior: 10 area of existing sita’? m
L It yes, give date and refsrance number of existing parmission . . :
{ey Extension h B nfulllhn e YER/NG
Hmmam.mmmdMgpmﬁm ; : '
) Doepuimnfmﬂdnu or ather changes within axisting sie
&) On site marsfaching of ancillary operstions - YEANO
L) Variation of conditions YENO
7)) Cther (please give detals)? ...... , . RAR T
) A I ' -
i) - Previous perrmissions for mineral operations on the site {if known)
Mpas Rt NE/DDDJO 6L 274 Dateis) of Decions)..N_PIWED] 123514 %3
MPAS Ref No(e).omer L 2L Dete{e) of Dectsonts).. NP WED] §82) 147
Mo Rat oty N EeD]1 9] 52 Datete) of Dectionte).. NEJWED) 7% | 224
4  Type of Development '
0] Doss this appication inciuds:
Surface minesal extracton? YES/IND
Mineral processing? YNNG
Omnrbuﬂ'us plant of siruchees assockbed with iRl dévelopinent? HMEINO
Mineral exploration? WRE/NO
Underground mining? VERNO
Proposals Invalving rajor surface disposa! of mine or quany wastes? b ) e)
Ol or pas operations? - YENO
SEE GUIDANCE NCTE FOR SUPPLEVMENTARY INFORMATION REQUIRED.
@ Please givaa hlefﬁmipbn of development - _
BXTRACTION OF  FLUORSPAR & ASSCUATED  MINERALISATION
2y OPENCAST METHEDS
5 Plans and Drawings

Lint tiere the plans and dravings sibmitted with the application. Pleass refer 1o guidance notes for drawings which are required or would bs
ddvizable to eccompany your application.

Refsrance Number Thie
Sre ATTALHED  MST OF ENOUESURES
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environmental Impact Assessment:

Winster Moor

ENCLOSURES

Title Drawing No

Location Plan (1:50,000) WIN/3/01

Site Plan (1:10,000) WIN/03/02

Noise Location (1:10,000) WIN/03/03

Trench Profiles WIN/3/04a-c

Geological Plan (1:1,750) WIN/03/05

Cross-Sections A-O (D excluded) (1:2,500) WIN/03/06a-n

Regional Drainage Plan {1:50,000) WIN/G3/07

Drainage Cross Section (1:25,000) WIN/03/08

Local Dreinage Plan (1:10,000) WIN/3/09

Structure Contour Plan on Winster Moor Lava (1:2,500) WINA3/10

Isopachyte Plan of OM Dumps (1:2,500) WIN/03/11

Open Cast Plan - Maximum Extent (1:2,500) WIN/A03/12

Open Cast Plans - Phases  to IV (1:2,500) WIN/03/13a-d

Visual Impact Photograph Location Plan (1:25,000) WIN/03/14

Visual Impact Sections (1:25,000) WIN/03/15

View from near Moor Farm Plate A

View from Bonsall Farm Plate B

View SE from Winster Pike Hall Lane (C.39) Plite C

View § from Winster Pike Hall Lane (C.39) Plate D

View WNW from Bonsaill Moor Lane Plate E

View W from Bonsall Moor Lane Plate F

View from the Limestone Way Plate G

View from Islington Lane Plate H

View W from adjacent Footpath Plate 1

View NNW from adjacent Footpath Plate Y

View N from the High Peak Trail Plste K

View NW from the High Peak Trail PlateL

Ecology Site Location Plan (1:25,000) NL05781/01a

Nature Conservation Designations Plan (1:25,000y NLO5781/01b

Phase 1 Habitat Plan (1:5,000) NLO05781/02

Cultural Hetitage Site Location Plan (1:25,000) -, NL05781/A.01

Archaeological Survey Plan (1:1,000) NLO5781/A.02

Archaeological Sites Within Study Area (1:2,500) NLO5781/A.03

Extract From Winster Enclosure Award 1764 NLO5781/A.04
NLO5781/A.05

Plan of Mineral Veins in Study Area (1:2,500)
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§  Supporting Material

3 Is an Environmental Statement submitted with this sppiication? | YES&ID
@® Are additianal copies of the application documents, inckiding fhe Ervironiertal Smteiant
available for publlc Inspection at locations other than the offices of the MPA7 YESHS

¥ yes, plense provide the address where information can be incpacted,
GLEBT MiNeD LT CW*MILL, W"f ;W%Lgm) ”WE%W; 582 ATH

Piemse specify the price of the Environmial Statement and address where this
puralesss.

can be obtained for
Address Document Tiie £ 150
CGLEBE MINES LD WINS R, Moe
As Wdove " EMKISMENTIL IMIACT ASEISMENT
. . .’{
@ - a2 Supporting Stizment submiied with i applcaion? — T

7  Certification a0 '
TOWN AND COUNTRY PLANNING (GENERAL DEVELOPMENT PROCEDURE) ORDER 1865, CERTIFICATES UNDER ARTICLE 7

0 Surfage landowner(z] . m Mneral cwner(s) if diffsrent o (1)
Name  3.A.% M. RoPER Nua
ASQ.. hesTeRmnD Touse Addrese
Bhetvi “TOP
WANSTER

Nems TRULEE W S.B.Fisid DEZ'D  Name
Yo Giovraming eovieBw & covriou n

BE b= ST.
Bixewe=t
(#)  Certification undsr Articte 7 of the General Development Procadure Order 1685,
Pleasa spocify certificales completed
Plagse fiok

[ Cantificats A
Certicats B | I
Certificate C _ .
TCerticate D, . , N '
Agriculiural Ralding Cerfiieate v
‘Applicants should note that the Minerat Planning Authority cannot sntestain an application unless it & accompanied by the
approptiste certificates. ' o
Fees R

Wiiet fee ccompariss this spplicaton? £ €0
Applicants should nole that the Mineral Planning Authorify cannot mmhh'mmnmlmibmm by the

9 Declaration

= e

(Delete as appropitate)

mmmmmmwmm'unmmmmwmﬁsammwmﬂmhhmmwtuw
m,hmmhm .

#We understand that this Is an appZation for pianning perrission snly and ot for any cther form of application which may be required.
in: the case of agents, thet | amiwe aie fully suthorised to submit this sppiication on behalf of the applicani(s).

Signed LA WHITE

Dakd }-S5-03

On bekalf of (ivsert appécarts rame W signed by anagent) §Lg&E MiNES Lop.
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NATIONAL :.:
Caring for a Living Landscape
Application to Carry Out Mineral Working and Associated Developmant
TOWN AND GOUNTRY FLANNING ACT 1960
NOTE: ﬂm sm‘n.b COMPLETE ALL RELEVANT QUESTIONS CONCERNING MINERAL EXTRAGTION AND PROCESSING.
Mineral Exﬁcuon

A1l  Plesseatsts: 7
® Mineral(s) s be exiracted

FLUDRSPAR Y/ ASSOUIATED  MINERALISATION

Anniex 1: Minéral Extraction and Processing & P P A K S6%

=
¥

@) . Tolal quantily of sseable minerais fo be axtucied (n ohmes) 376, 63D
(@ . Areaof excavafich (in hectares) P

3.4
) Maxinium depth of surface working (i meires)

B ""’""“"""""“"7"’""““”‘"’- 4 VEMLS EXTRACTION + 1 Ykt Ta (oMRETE RESRRRTION
st . 1[7/22 e - 3/0J0%
{vh End uss {eg construction, indusirial procasses k) and immudiste pro destination of mneral{s) produsts
Uk CREMIGKL INDUSTRY - Fsp UsE 14 P}tmml{nm, CRap Pﬁ%o“')rm- DETERBENTS
CRYSTIL QLASS, LI4BT BULSS, ALDIINIA , PEFfOL REFMING, 00A5PUTER cm?s’, m,-qmu'r_;‘
ANAESTHENICS, WELDING FLukES ¢ NON-SHCK (OATINGS
(i) The location of any off-slie processing plart

CAVENDISH MiLL .
A12 Fn.rmﬁummwnr*wﬂmmﬂfm'mmm“.bmmhmm”bmd

overburden; and the Gade of any apricuburalland:

Dorh ) Vot (ou )

“(Averags] | (Ranges) |

Tamdesaa® | l55 [ 100-200 | 9,000
Bubwall adeing o1 ok 200 llbo-300 | 12,000
ot i Rog) | | P

m - meﬂnm'ﬂmhnﬁh)wﬂmﬁdmdnhwurdclluﬂcaﬂmbym
v Sus sraE 4

(i) .mnﬂuhywibnmymﬁumwmmnguﬂmummm
SoIL WL BE SROPPED &STORED IN TEMPORMEY I.Sm HIGH Bunps, T BE Seded.

LIMESTONE OVERBURDEN Wilth CANMST BS IMMEDISTELY USED o€ Bk, wiLe
BE STORED N PEAFS UP TS Tm hiGH G W BE Sued & Serpgp.




LiMesTaNE AosT Rocx | T8 B3 RETAIMED ON TE SITE BX BACKAL G
N 194,00 m?

Ald smhmmuﬂmwﬂmumdhm-ndmm«m
25 TRENCHES woes M6 & 1o} SoREHIES DOLLEDS. . 99 SMPLES . WERE TN To

ASSESS THE QUiLITY & THE MINSRRAL . THE REMiLTING  CALLULATIONS stfkush
A VIXEIE OPENAYT DbEfOXiT

SEE SECTON -5 OF TRE EMEMONMENTAL [MEAT ASESSMENT R MORE 2eThdis

A5 'Smmamuln wmﬁmmﬂdumm of working inchuding phasing

ek ACOMPANYING STRTEMENVT

Mineral Processing (i appiicabie)
of materlal fo ba processed on site

AlE Typand
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A1® mmwwwmémm\fmmmmgmmmumm) \
. ., -
\", )

,m“ Maxdmum height of stookplies.or storage faclities for rocessed material E \
as messured from existing ground leval (in
‘ N Tonnes ! fnl‘.l’ms-per‘\‘nr
; d normal capacily of processing plant , \\ '

mm@ Caputdy of processing :
A1.12 mammmw . : \

o Nature of waxia _ ‘

m Estimated annust quaniy produced (in cubio ] ' ' — \

@) Plente apecky maximom height(s) of any wasiin(e) ' '

.- memeasred fom eisting ground level fn mekrws) \
v) it proposed for waste tips to be Iocated within excavations? \ ' =
) puhu\hdhpowﬂfmmaawhm? ]

If yes, plegse Siale the location

() Epacly maiods © be used i innsporl wash (60, Fipel, comeeyor bR

tval) muummmmmumw YESNO \

Other Buildings, Plant or Structures {if applicable)
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A1.18 Ssummarise mdhd{s}btimnmrlaﬂnn of proceszed malarials
v BV Loz

Trafhic and Transport

A116 h!mﬂbmanﬁmmwmbhmm . YES@R.

A1.17‘ .MmmmhbWwam;m:mmlﬂ " ¥EBINC
N yes, please summariss the propogils

A1.18 2l . g
N — . Average MDcr TR
Hkely $o enfter or leave the site daily 6 .

s capacty ofaedvenichs 120 muwes | 2o Pvnss
TTTT®  Stmmeries foutes 1 ba waed 5 The Frimery road nebwork o eaving i sppicaon s
EMT ON (39 To BJSsse, THEN NoRH T TE AL AT ficoRrY GENER

T @  Proposed melhods to bs Used to conirol Sansport mmpacts
LoRRIES LmiTEd To  RI¢Id TIPPERS ONLY

Envimnnieml Effects of Development

A112 To the best of your knowledge Is any pant cf the application site coverod by stetubsry muﬂwswhumhmamm
species? (NB there Is no necd to mention the Nations! Park designation) NG

ifyas, q:udfym

Are sny miigating reveatres proposed ~ YESMNQ

A1.20 Propesed hours of operation of the xite |

; Tirme Perods (hours) Duys of Vieeks
0 Scb Stipping and cvarburden removal | Deyy ol Weeks
e | Tam — S 30am | M - e
S il | Tom - 530 g | Mew - R
me Tam— 5:30 p *| Mow - R
m.o_t M‘ﬁ?‘:"mmm |Tam - S-30pm | Mon-TRs & Tam =] pm SAT.

AT29 Nululwdundnwmh '
m - State sxisting Wmmuwmpwmmm

s e e A4 a8l)

“ :MMMBMMMWMIWM -
{delete as appropriate)
4% BA) Wim DRI Riee, b 43(A) WITHOUT BRILL Riee
W) Decorioh muzsures for Contzalling naise and Mmethiods for Poke monkoAng (3 reevart)

SILEMCERS 4N ALL PLANT — SgE 5cTioN 4-1-17 OF THE ENVIRON MENTAL.
IMPALT KSSESSMENT
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Af1.22 MummdmbrmmaManmmmﬁmhmdﬁwmmmgmmmmw

ND LRUSHING, JUFPRESSION WNIf T2 Sxaar OW-3,TE A3 BNT SPEED 1MNITS | LAadTATIoN
oF RCAD LDRRMES 72 JBBIATED LIARIMG ARSAL. BuST {2 itl¥ OM DRILL RiG h

o BLNLS WL BE (FBDED B wASH SBIKE S I ifmgn, ‘

A123 Bissting (whers relevard) o
® Wit mineral extrachon roquire blasting? YESMS - DCtasiiss
' If yos, stals predicted maximum biasling vibraion levele st nearby propertios. - Y
LESS THAN  Gwm/SEL 1N 995/ 0F KLL BLASS
Stta anScipated aquency and hours of blssting (weekitays; other)
OCCASIONXLY »~ MoON.To re)
)  indicate proposed public wamings for bissing
Aupigre ) | ;
()  Spaciy proposed methods Jor Morioring and corfrotng vibration Fom Bastig.

SEISMOCrRPRIL  MON (TRRING AT BANK TOP TARiA

W)

Al124 mwmﬁm}nwmenﬁ? ' ~ERYNO
if yes, specify type and storage mathed

A1.25 Water _
/)] Duiiine any proposad measures to conirol water poliution and drainage/iood control measures:

NO WATEX CouiSES IN THE VILINITY OF THE SITE
SURFNE RUN-OTF WILL DRAIN  Feom ke BASE OF TiE OPEMCUT

) Y working is to taie piece below the nahiral waier tabie, W the working I bs WET or DRY7 (deiete ss eppropriats)
ﬂﬁ,MmﬂﬁhﬂﬁmmmdmdlsMMmymmmm

WoRkiNA MILL BE XBOYE Tht NATUR WATER TASLE

() Mﬂnmhhmbmﬁh%wmdm&mddmmmmmaﬁumm T
ANY PUEL TRNKXS Wil BE BUNDED TO CONTAIN 1N LAPRUTY OF THe TPOVK.

MAINTENANCE WLl BF UNDERTAREN ON  HARD STANDING.

A1.28 State whether any procsssas are fo be reglsiered under Part A and B of the Envionmental Protection Act 1580 and describe the nature of
theee operations ’

NONE

A1.27 Dﬁesyou‘rpmpnulamdtmmwmﬁ ) )
If'yes, ansure proposed diversions andior viosures are indicated ona plan,

A1.28 Ouliine ary visuat hnpwtw landscaping proposals during woridag

SolL WiLL B SToRen N FSm BNBS & Jeend, . :
TEMSR KRY WASTE HEAPS WILL BE Iorwb&m_] TO MITIGNTE THE VISUAL JMreT

A1.29 on.ﬂlna-:.my measures to snsure slabidly of woridng faces, tips and Mdm
A GESTELKNILAL APPRNSAL OF THL PROFOSFD DESIGN MRS BEEM UNDERTAKEN Joh oMCLUDES

IT boES N'T PRESENT WSIGMILINT HAZARD & k CROTECANICKL ASSESMENT 15 NoT REqUIRED.
Sev  STION #-ll OF Rie ENVIROMMENT, IMPELT AAESEMENT BR MoRE dETAiLS
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Landfiliing of Mineral Extraction Sites (i bs compisted where relevant)

A1.30 Does your propasal include landfiling with any Imparted wastes? FRWNO
I yes, pleasa spaclfy

) Estimated meximum void space for Bing (in cublc melres)
® Proposed fofal aree o be Mled (in hectares)
A3t mdeuwwmmmm«mun(mmmwﬂmmmdmm)lf

L

Housshoid industiai I ~Otier Viasies
\ g .| (please specity).

e N T , ———~

.ﬂahn = \\\ . | '_) T \\

Fropartion inest : \ ' . ‘ <
Sources (8) - 1 ~ — : _ \
FaTher of vehicios per day T \\ ' :

(Average & Mmimum)

the nture of sny bRk cevelopment within 250 metres of sreas proposed to be with household, industrial or FomeTercia,

A1.33 Summerise proposed o
L)

®

Restoration, Aftercare and Afteruss

AlL34 Sumenarise the interxied afterse or tses: . _ Y
Agricultral YESAN Totalarea.—.. Ll
Foresiry FEENC () T———
Amenhy (spocily) YEWNO TOBS BB~ cror e s
Other {spacify) ¥oeNO g 1 T— bn <
@ e fesioration and aRefcare 1o be phmeed? VEBMNG

¥yes, please summarise number and duration of phases
 BAKFILLNG b SoLINGAEDING WLl BE PROGRESIVE, WITH DEPLETED EXGAVATIONS sswc.

REseeed AS Soow A PossiBLE
{8} Describe the resteration proposals.

ARG TURN.  GRAZING

A1.35 Give details of the proposed use of 2ol matertals in restorstion

Tokal Amounis (cam) | Average Thickness-

| to be Spread (mm)
Subso from she ‘ . 12_‘ 060 200
Overburdenjother soll making materimi iy [

Other £oll sourcas (pleace siate) -
) .
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A1.386 - summarisa he mathods end machinery to be used In stripping, formation o}mmg- mousds and reslating sofs.
s v 3 Senm ki sewy Wi EXSITR, DUMPER Y 03334 Conge

-S0iLs Wit & Testresn. By SPREEING Wi A BusidorrR

AL3T ¢ fs any restoration work Biely 1o tais place within 12 motiths of the commancament of working? YESND
if yes, describe tha proposad aftercare, -

ONLY  BACkEL LING

m ¥ o, summarise €is flems proposed for mokion 11 2 ARBrear o be apreed of a latar gote,
mmmm?m“mmmhm_m; Bxte, Including Tand

® mmmmmmm '
APPLIGNT & LiNboWNERS
) mmmmﬁem;rwmhmmﬂhﬁ'

following conmpletion of ‘afiercare’ RN
Hyez, plaass summarise

Benefits of the Development
A1.38 jndicate the benefts of the proposals

+ EXTRACTION OF ALUORSPAR, k RIEEQ VALUYELE RESOURCE
“BD BODVERSITY , To BE INCIRPORATED N THE ENAL FESTORATION

AN SPPRTUNITY B REGRD “THE INDUSTRINL  ARCRASILOGY OF THE SITE,
WHIGH CRIERIMSE -WILL BF STERDILY POACHED BY NORMAL
AGRICLLTURAL  DPERATIONS
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