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Your ref: S0/2008/104144/04-L01

Our ref:  26/11/09

Date:  22 December 2009

To Ms C Hunt         catherine.hunt@environment-agency.gov.uk

Dear Ms Hunt,


Thank you for your response to our letters. Your letters (SO/2008/104144/01-L03 {10-09-2009} and SO/2008/104144/01-L01 {24-11-2008}) originally gave rise to our concerns. 

1. Your response 5c refers to 3 types of exemption that are currently in place at the quarry and that in 6d you say that planning consent is not required for Paragraph 13 or 21 Exemption activities.

We would however ask that the Environmental Agency investigate whether the Paragraph 13 and 21 activities are giving rise to harm to human health or pollution of the environment. For example there have been numerous complaints about offensive odours and we are concerned about the risk of pollution of surface and groundwaters.  The complaints about odours have been sent to the Local Authority and can also be seen in the objection letters recorded on the Bolton Council website in relation to the planning application 80931/08. These exemptions relate to the importation of waste to allow it to be processed- as no waste processing equipment or facilities exist or have planning permission should these exemptions have been granted?

Paragraph 19 Exemption has been incorrectly registered as:

i. No relevant use of the material to be stored has been agreed.

ii. No planning consent in accordance with the Town and Country Planning Act 1990 exists. 

We would request that the Environmental Agency investigate whether this exemption is being abused in order to ascertain if it is being used to allow an unlicensed tipping operation. Since the exemption was granted it appears quite obvious to the occasional observer from public footpaths that levels have been raised in parts of the quarry. If this was not apparent to your site inspectors then evidence should be available for this by comparison of the levels on any survey plans recording the quarry levels in the past few years. A survey was for example provided by the operator as part of the 80931/08 application and earlier ones are in the possession of the Local Authority or GMGU.

2. Your response 5d is completely at odds with the comment expressed in your letter SO/2008/104144/03-L01 {28-10-2009}. Your requirements that: 

i. An agreed low level restoration plan should be agreed.

ii. No controlled waste shall be brought onto site.

iii. No material shall be deposited on or against the formally deposited waste.

iv. The concerns regarding the geotechnical stability of the waste deposit.

are effectively being  disregarded by the issue of exemptions at the quarry. The confusion that exists within the Environment Agency is creating a situation where the Warrington office considers that waste should not be imported on to the site, but the Preston office is issuing exemptions to allow this to be carried out.  

3. Your response 8 is possibly the response that gives us the greatest concern. The change in position that this shows from the points made so forcefully during the application 80931/08 is difficult to understand (see EA letter SO/2008/104144/01-L01 {24-11-2009]

We quote an extract from this letter:-

“The Environment Agency was made aware of a report commissioned in 2006 by a potential buyer for the site to do a limited ground investigation of materials used to form a large buttress along the northern face of Pilkington Quarry. This report was forwarded to Bolton Council Contaminated Land Officer, Dave Bateson in October 2007. The report showed that there were potential contaminants in this material and recommended a full report be done to properly characterise the environmental impact of the materials in the buttress. No mention of how this material will be dealt with has been made in the application. We would have concerns about this material being permanently incorporated into a landfill without further characterisation.”

We request that you provide us with a copy of this report.

We request that you provide us a copy of the exemption covering the buttress stabilisation.

We also ask that you investigate whether the materials used to form the large buttress fulfilled the requirements of the exemption in place at the time in terms of risk of harm to human health or pollution of the environment.

Again, a comparison of plans held by Bolton Council will allow you to investigate whether the buttress is larger than that given planning permission and therefore did not comply with the exemption.

We are also concerned about the references made in the Environmental Agency letter SO/2008/101444/01-L01 {24-11-2008} about the instability of the bund and the “slip in 2005”.  It should be noted that at about the time of this slippage a massive fish death was observed in one of the fishery reservoirs below the quarry. Your recent analysis of drainage from Pilkington Quarry has shown that it drains into the local fisheries, and then to the watercourse that runs through Station park, Red Moss SSSI and eventually into the River Douglas. 

We therefore request that you ensure that proper testing is done to check the reservoirs are not being contaminated.

As you may be aware, the current operator has applied to extend the quarry end date to 2042 (planning application ref: 83299/09). The resumption of any operations in the quarry will increase the likelihood of failure of structural weaknesses present in the buttress (concern raised by Environment Agency on application 80931/08 Bolton Planning Document 51908_16.pdf). The impacts of this type of failure would be disastrous. The previous buttress failure took place at a time when no blasting or working of stone was being undertaken. Vehicle movements alone seem to have been sufficient to cause this slippage. 

Our concerns are that the confusion existing between the different regulators (planning and Environmental Agency) may allow the operator to use exemptions to import waste into the quarry and effectively operate an unregulated landfill. The risk of further structural failure of the buttress will be increased by any activities permitted at the quarry.

We are pleased that you are liaising with the planning authority (7) and would request that you keep us informed of the outcome of these investigations.

We look forward to your response to the above points and confirm our request for a copy of the report referred to in your  SO/2008/104144/01-L01 {24-11-2009} letter.

Yours sincerely,

Blackrod and Horwich Environmental Action Group

Horwich Moor Residents Association

ArconVillageResidentsAssociation

BHEAG@Hotmail.com
