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	Dear Sir/Madam,
	


	RE:
WORKINGS AT PILKINGTON QUARRY.
Location:
PILKINGTON QUARRY, MAKINSON LANE, HORWICH.


I refer to your letter dated 26th March 2010 and hereby write to set out the views of the Local Planning Authority regarding the 20 complaints you have lodged in respect of the workings at Pilkington Quarry, Horwich.

Taking first the planning application referenced 80931/09, for the extension of the quarry operations and the inclusion of an aggregate recycling facility, it is considered to be clear that the Planning Committee fully understood the merits of this before it was determined on 4th November 2009. Indeed, the five reasons for refusal are particularly detailed and they identify precisely where Members consider there to be shortcomings and potentially adverse impacts in the proposal. 
The Local Planning Authority has a set procedure to ensure that the Committee is fully up-to-date by the time applications are considered at meetings. Due to the need to make Officer Reports publically available in advance, these are produced approximately two weeks before. Additional comments, including objections, the withdrawal of objections and offers of support are often submitted from technical consultees and third parties in the intervening period and Officers report these to Members via a written Schedule of Supplementary Information and verbally through the Chairman. Indeed, the content of your objection letter dated 27th October 2007 was reported via these means and the fact that Members supported some of the assertions you made is clearly reflected on the decision notice.
No planning application, especially one of this degree of complexity, is ever one sided in terms of its merits and, having reviewed the process with the Case Officer, I am satisfied that the planning report was produced in good faith that the factors 
weighing against a grant of permission could be adequately resolved prior to the meeting of the Committee and/or via the conditions which were recommended for inclusion as part of any grant of consent including carefully worded ones around the matter of alleged contamination of the material used in the buttresses as referred to by the Environment Agency. I certainly do not consider that Members were unduly influenced by incorrect facts or that they were misled. Indeed they considered that they understood the proposal sufficiently to be able to weight the issues differently to the Officers and refuse planning permission at the risk of an appeal being lodged by the Applicant, as is their right.

With regard to the planning application referenced 83299/09, which proposes that the time limit for the minerals extraction works and the importation of inert material for the stabilisation and restoration of buttresses in the Quarry approved under a previous planning application referenced 61530/02 should be until February 2042, the Local Planning Authority has sought legal clarification about this. As you are aware, this application is currently accompanied by a separate planning application referenced 83999/10, which proposes the same time period for the mineral extraction works previously approved under reference 50257/97. Confirmation has been received that this former grant of consent is the one that benefits from such a timescale, as deemed under the Review Of Minerals Permissions of the Environment Act 1995. Therefore, there is an extant permission appertaining to Pilkington Quarry which allows the extraction of minerals until February 2042. This is one of the most complicated areas of planning law, but the Council has taken the view that such workings continue to have the benefit of consent following the previous “Earthline case” that you have identified. 

Armstrong’s Aggregates have applied to extend the time limits of both the 1999 and the 2002 planning permissions as they are entitled to do. The Officer Report has not yet been produced in respect of the planning application referenced 83299/09 and this has not been scheduled to date for presentation at a forthcoming meeting of the Planning Committee. It will be recommended that permission is refused for this proposal but that the application proposal referenced 83999/10 benefits from a grant of consent. I shall email copies of the reports to you at the first opportunity.

Turning to your other complaints, the Council’s Enforcement Officers have monitored activities at Pilkington Quarry alongside the Planning Managers regularly over the years. The importation of green waste; the potential presence of contaminated material; the erection of the building under the General Permitted Development Order; the ground levels (which have been surveyed by the Greater Manchester Geological Unit); and the vehicular movements and tipping of waste materials since 2005, as cited in your letter, have been investigated appropriately but it has been considederd not expedient to pursue further action in respect of these matters in the context that this, in planning terms, is a working quarry (as stated above). The land at Horwich Moor is in other third party ownership and has been the subject of a separate planning process.         

I note that you are concerned that you have not always been satisfied by the responses you have received to your previous letters regarding the site. However, I must point out that the primary duty of my planning officers is to make 
recommendations on planning applications. Whilst third party representations are taken into consideration as part of the process, it is not possible for Officers to respond to every question received, particularly in complex cases such as those affecting Pilkington Quarry. You will appreciate that hundreds of people wrote to the Department about the application referenced 80931/09 alone. However, your comments and queries will be helpful in assisting the Local Planning Authority in respect of planning submissions for this site. 
The future of Pilkington Quarry and the surrounding area is a major issue for the Local Planning Authority and Officers will continue to strive towards achieving the right planning solution for the site. May I take this opportunity to thank you for your support and I will be back in touch soon to update you on progress with the current planning submissions including issues around EIA screening opinions and requests for EIA’s where necessary.
Yours faithfully,
	Tim Hill

	Chief Planning Officer

	E-mail:
	tim.hill@bolton.gov.uk


