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Appendix A

Application 80931/08

Site description

2.2.1 The site is currently utilised for the extraction of high quality sandstone with the area proposed for the recycling plant/operations being a partially worked-out area of the quarry. The existing planning permission on site runs until February 2042 and the aggregate recycling operation/green plant matter composting would be tied to this end-date. 

FACTUALLY INCORRECT -   no sandstone has been extracted for a number of years

FACTUALLY INCORRECT - planning permission has already expired.

2.7.3 In 1968 a further permission was granted for stone extraction from 4 hectares of land within the 1950 permission area (ref: 12/5/1642). We are unsure why this application was submitted when the site already had planning permission. 

MISLEADING – the 1968 permission was a separate piece of land. The two permissions were combined during the ROMP application.  Conditions are stipulated in the 1968 permission that “prevent injury to the rural and visual amenity and to prevent inconvenience to local residents and the locality”.

Both the 1950 and 1968 permission require that once extraction is complete, the overburden is placed on the quarry floor as the final restoration.

2.7.6
Further planning permission was granted in November 2002 for a variation of condition 23 of the Determination of New Conditions (ref: 61530/02) to permit the importation of inert materials for stabilisation and restoration works. This permission has now lapsed as the stabilisation works on the buttress are complete. 

CONFLICT with 83299/09  

2.7.7 When Armstrong Aggregates Limited bought Santime Limited a correction was made to permission 50252/97 to amend the end-date to the 22nd February 2042 following the ‘Earthline’ case in 2003 which clarified the law on this issue (see letter attached in [B1]). 

FACTUALLY INCORRECT – the letter clearly states that in the view of the planning officer the case is correct, but a section 73 application must be competed in order to amend the end date

Operation Details

3.1.3 A restoration scheme (already approved from the previous application – see [B5]) has also been updated and would be implemented using mineral waste and inert waste imported into the site to restore the quarry void to agriculture and a Country Park. 

FACTUALLY INCORRECT – the letter in [B1] 13 April 2007(8), clearly states that no such restoration plan has been received. Nor has the Environment Agency any knowledge of such a restoration scheme.

3.4.3 It is proposed that the life of the aggregate recycling operations would be tied to the life of the existing mineral extraction planning permission (50252/97) – 2042. 

FACTUALLY INCORRECT- the existing planning permissions have lapsed and the quarry is worked out.

3.11.1
The restoration of the existing quarry, extension and the recycling operations (if approved) would be in accordance with the submitted restoration scheme. This is effectively a combination of the submitted scheme for 61530/02 planning permission (which has now been completed and has, therefore, lapsed) upgraded to take account of the proposed extension (see Appendix E for the full restoration scheme and copies of plans) which includes for restoration infilling by the importation of inert waste.  

FACTUALLY INCORRECT and CONFLICT with 83299/09 as detailed above. 

Planning Context

4.7.1 The remaining reserves at the existing Pilkington Quarry are becoming progressively more difficult to win.  It is, therefore, essential for the quarry operator to apply for an extension area to the present quarry to provide a consistent and steady supply of block stone for the future of the quarry, quarry staff and economic viability. 

MISLEADING – this gives the impression this is a working quarry. Extraction equipment was removed and quarry procedures were rescinded at the end of 2005 has been confirmed by Bolton Council officers.

4.8.2 The existing quarrying operations at Pilkington Quarry have planning permission until 2042. It is, therefore, more sensible to have the composting and aggregate recycling operations on the one site to minimise any potential environmental impacts from each proposal. Creating such a facility at a new site would increase costs in both a financial and environmental sense. The majority of the plant/equipment required for aggregate production already exists at the Pilkington site and as it is intended to regularly purchase higher specification plant to process stone extracted and waste for recycling (if planning permission is granted) the environmental impact of such equipment would likewise be reduced e.g. reduced noise levels etc. 

FACTUALLY INCORRECT – planning permission has expired

Application Form

· Box 15  none or no part of the quarry is suspected of being contaminated

FACTUALLY INCORRECT - the gross contamination is outlined in a document produced by Terra consults and Santime, supplied to and referenced by the Environment Agency. Discussions between council, and the agent had taken place on this topic in Nov 2007 so it is evident that both the council and the agent were aware of this issue at the prior to the application.

· Box 23   inert landfill 1.2 Million tones

Corrected by undated MPG letter to 2.05 Million tones

MISLEADING

Other Documents

· [B1] - letter 13 April 2007 (8) from Brian Johnson. 

This letter would appear to be the letter of 13 April 2008 from Brian Johnson (with the date adulterated) – although there are minor differences.

A further copy of this letter, with the date adulterated slightly differently appears in application 83299/09 
· [B5] – Restoration plan.  This is marked as approved.

           FACTUALLY INCORRECT - It clearly is not approved

· [B2] Site Plan 83299/09 This is marked “same as 61530/02”

FACTUALLY INCORRECT the 83299/09 application includes an enlarged area including land we understand owned by Bolton Council

Document links

[B1]
The letter, copy of letter in 80931/08, appendix D, and the two versions from 83299/09

http://www.bheag.co.uk/http://www.bheag.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/The-letter009.pdf
[B2]
Site plan 83299/09

http://www.planning.bolton.gov.uk/Documents/65374_1.pdf
[B3]
Letters and responses to council (note additional “prompt” letters are not included)

legal letter to council
x joint 15 nov
x joint 26 nov
x to Council 22 dec
x Mr Harriss2b
xx council response 11 feb 2010
xx to council 24 Feb 2010
[B4]
Statement to Horwich Council 18 March 2010-03-25

http://www.bheag.co.uk/http://www.bheag.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/Horwich-18-March-2010.doc
[B5]
Restoration plan in Appendix E of application 80931/08

http://www.bheag.co.uk/http://www.bheag.co.uk/wp-content/uploads/bc-restoration-x.pdf
[B6]
Topographic survey (close to survey point 300 - 271.051) offered in support of application 80931/08

http://www.planning.bolton.gov.uk/Documents/50416_7.pdf
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