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DE45 1AE
Dear Mr Taylor
Peak District National Park Authority Local Development Framework 

Thank you for consulting the MPA (Mineral Products Association) in respect of the Core Strategy Refined Options.

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.

Paragraph 9.20 – 9.21

Paragraph 9.20 makes references to the approach set out in MPS1 for ‘designated areas’. The use of vague terminology such as ‘designated areas’ is inappropriate. 

The reader should be informed the text is specific to National Parks or alternatively list all the designations that carry the same level of protection as National Parks, which are AONBs, the Broards and World Heritage Sites (MPS1, Para 14, bullet point 2). As currently worded this is not in accord with national policy and ‘designated areas’ could be misinterpreted to mean all designations.

Paragraph 9.30

The Quarry Products Association, British Cement Association and The Concrete Centre merged 2nd March 2009 to form MPA (Mineral Products Association). The MPA is the principal trade association representing the quarrying industry in Great Britain. 
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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. Please amend paragraph 9.30 accordingly and the Four Point Plan for Quarrying in National Parks still stands.
Option M1.1

The MPA support the judgment of proposals on a case-by-case basis. However the statement ‘In practice, however, most proposals other than perhaps minor building stone proposals are likely to be classed as ‘major’’, is not justified. National policy does not specify the difference between ‘major’ and ‘not major’, therefore proposals can only be judged on a case-by-case basis.

Option M1.2

Not supported. There is an issue of sustainability with increased haulage distances if stone is sourced from outside the National Park. 

Option M1.3

No comment.

Paragraph 9.43

The text “On the face of it, this could be applicable in the Peak District” should be deleted. It is a requirement in national policy (MPS1, Para 13) for Planning Authorities to define Mineral Safeguarding Areas (MSAs). It is also a requirement of regional policy (West Midlands RSS, Policy 37, bullet point 2). The reference to RSS8 should also be expanded to give greater clarity.

Option M2.1

Not supported. It is a requirement in national policy (MPS1, Para 13) for Planning Authorities to define Mineral Safeguarding Areas (MSAs) in their LDDs, it is also a regional requirement as mentioned above. To simply not safeguard minerals is not in accordance with national policy and would therefore render the Core Strategy unsound.
Option M2.2

Support. It is the duty of the planning authority to define MSAs in order to safeguard proven deposits of minerals which are, or may become, of economic importance in the foreseeable future, from unnecessary sterilisation from surface development. Also see comments above (Para 9.43 and Option M2.1)

Option M2.3

No comment.

Option M3.1

No comment.

Option M4.1

Support. To seek the best solution on a site-by-site basis is the most appropriate approach

Option M4.2

Not supported. It is not the most appropriate/best option to limit restoration and after uses solely for the improvement of Biodiversity and the landscape. 

Yours sincerely 
Andrew Bromley 

Planning Officer
