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Dear Sirs,
Norfolk County Council Minerals and Waste Local Development Framework Minerals Site Allocations Development Plan Document
 

Thank you for consulting the MPA (Mineral Products Association) in respect of the Minerals Site Allocations Further Issues and Options consultation.

The Mineral Products Association is the principal trade association representing the quarrying industry in Great Britain. Our members represent 100% of GB cement production, 90% of GB aggregates production and 95% of GB asphalt and ready-mixed concrete production. They are also responsible for producing important industrial materials such as silica sand, agricultural and industrial lime and mortar.

Having reviewed the document we have the following comments to make.

Mineral Site Allocations DPD

General

It is not clear how Norfolk intends to allocate new sites for mineral working. The Core Strategy and Mineral Site Allocations should provide a clear guide to mineral operators and others where extraction is most likely. Sites should be allocated using accepted national terminology of ‘Specific Sites’, ‘Preferred Areas’ or ‘Areas of Search’ (MPS1, Para 15, Bullet point 5 and MPS1 Practice guide, Para.37-38).

Paragraph 1.4
In paragraph 1.4 aggregate landbanks should be explained in detail. In order for this section to be clearer reference should be made to the required landbank figures of at least 7 years for sand and gravel and at least 10 years for crushed rock set out in national policy (MPS1, Annex 1, Para.4).  The term “at least” is also relevant for landbanks associated with Silica Sand sites.
Paragraph 1.5
Reference is made to PPG15.  This should read MPG15

Section 2
It is noted that the paragraph numbers are incorrect with 2.5 continuing to 3.5

Section 3.5

In general the approach to archaeology is supported, however, the second paragraph should acknowledge that even though there is a presumption in favour of preservation in situ for sites of national importance, PPG16 recognises at Paragraph 27 that “The case for the preservation of archaeological remains must however be assessed on the individual merits of each case”.  It is therefore inappropriate I to include an outright objection.  This may be relevant for minerals of national importance.
Section 4

Paragraphs 4.2 and 4.3 refer to overall national and regional minerals policy.  However, the inference is that all minerals are subject to regional apportionments.  In fact the MASS system relates solely to aggregate supply.  It is appropriate to refer to MPG15 as this is included in National Minerals Policy, with Norfolk being one of the most important counties in England.
Section 5

Paragraph 5.1 – Minerals Supply also omits the reference to “at least” when referring to minerals supply.  Also the first sentence of this paragraph refers to “minerals landbanks” when it should read “aggregates landbanks”

MIN 113

The MPA objects to comments made in the conclusion to site MIN 113 surrounding the lack of support from a minerals company. In national policy (MPS1 Practice Guide, Para.37-42) minerals company/landowners support is only necessary for ‘Specific Sites’. ‘Preferred Areas’ and ‘Areas of Search’ do require the same level of certainty. 

Mineral Safeguarding Section 

Minerals Safeguarding Areas are a formal designation and should be referred to in this way, not Safeguarded Mineral Resources or Mineral Resources Areas as written in this document.

It is unclear if paragraph three of the introduction is intended to form a mineral safeguarding policy. The way it is written does suggest it is and that should be made clear.

The actual safeguarding maps could also be improved. Annotation and a smaller scale would make them easier to interpret. 
Yours sincerely 
Andrew Bromley 

Planning Officer
