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UK COAL’S PLANNING APPLICATION IS IMMINANT

Radio Leicester, in a news story on the 5th January that was following up what had happened to the Minorca proposal from UK Coal, announced that UK Coal were going to put in their planning application at the end of January or early in February. The Minorca Opencast Protest Group therefore thinks it is crucial to get as much publicity as possible for the two main stories published in this issue on the risks to children and adults’ health and the risk to house prices if this proposal goes ahead. People can join the Minorca Opencast Protest Group by filling in an application form to be found in:

THE GLOBE AT SNARESTONE

THE BELPER ARMS AT NEWTON BURGOLAND

THE ODD HOUSE, SNARESTONE

DRINKS EXPRESS, HIGH STREET, MEASHAM.

HEALTH FEARS DUE TO THE PROSPECT OF OPENCAST COAL MINING AT MINORCA 
Concerns for the future health of local residents have risen recently around Measham and Swepstone. This is because of the news announced on BBC Radio Leicester that UK Coal were due to submit planning proposals for its opencast mine development on the Minorca site at either the end of January or the beginning of February.

The concerns are because of the kinds of dust that such a development will create regardless of attempts to damp down the dust. The dust the Minorca Opencast Protest Group is concerned about is that dust which measures below 10 microns (PM10 or 10µm in diameter). This dust is invisible to the naked eye. It is these particulates which are of major concern to us. Members of the protest group have been researching the issue and have discovered evidence that there are strong arguments to oppose this proposal on health grounds as it is argued these particulates are both a cause of particular illness and can result in premature death. 

Dr Dick van Steenis is an anti pollution campaigner who has in the past acted as an adviser to the Canadian Health Department on how to reduce industrial pollution. In the first article cited1, he argues that in the UK Government does not insist that industrial processes are monitored effectively to see if industrial processes, including opencast coal mining, are a source of such pollutants. His work associates opencast mining as a cause of:

ASTHMA – especially in children, HEART ATTACKS AND STROKES and DEPRESSION2 .
In a later article ‘Coal open casting and health’ Dr Dick van Steenis elaborates on his concern about the harmful effects of this industrial process that produces particulates of less than PM10.  Some of this dust, PM2.5 and below can remain air born for 7 days and travel great distances. It is dust of this size which can enter the lungs and cause irritation, leading to fibrosis, asthma and heart attacks3. This increase in incidence in asthma in children is detectable up to 3 miles away from the site. In a Derbyshire study, cited by Dr Dick van Steenis, the increase in childhood asthma from an opencast site was:


33% increase from children living within 1 mile of the site



21% increase from children living within 2 miles of the site



12% increase from children living within 3 miles of the site.4
Measham, Newton Burgoland, Appleby Magna, Oakthorpe, Donisthorpe, Packington and Snarestone are villages all with schools which could be affected. In addition two other villages without schools, Swepstone and Normanton le Heath are amongst the places where this proposal, if accepted, could affect people’s health.
Dick van Steenis also argues that the low quality diesel usually found being utilised on such sites just adds a new potentially lethal ingredient to the cocktail of pollutants already being created by the industrial process of opencasting5.

Further evidence comes from another study undertaken in Wales by the Ffos –Y –Fran Health Impact Assessment Steering Group assisted by the Welsh Health Impact Unit based at Cardiff University. Ffos-Y-Fran is a large opencast site, already in production on the outskirts of Merthyr Tydfil .This report, 89 pages long, gives a detailed account of the impact that an opencast coal site can have on the health of a community. This report also concentrates on the issue of invisible dust.

“Particulate matter is any type of solid in the air in the form of smoke, dust and vapours,

which can remain suspended for extended periods. Particulates are produced by activities

associated with opencast mining including earth moving, excavation, coal extraction and

diesel emissions from vehicles and machinery necessary for the open-casting operation.

Microscopic particles less than 10 microns in diameter (PM10) which can be breathed into

lung tissue, causing respiratory disease and lung damage, are those generally measured in the

UK. Coarse particles (greater than PM2.5) are formed from a variety of different processes,

including mining, quarrying, construction, road dust and tyre debris. Most concern is given

to particles small enough to penetrate into the lungs reaching the alveoli where the delicate

tissues involved in the exchange of oxygen and carbon dioxide can be found. Up to 30% of

particles between 7 and 1 microns are deposited in the alveoli (Environment Agency, 2002).

Indeed, DEFRA has produced a report entitled Particulate Matter in the United Kingdom

(June, 2005) in which it states that:

“Both short-term and long-term exposure to ambient levels of PM10 are consistently

associated with respiratory and cardio-vascular illness and mortality as well as other

ill health effects. The associations are believed to be causal” (cited in Margam HIA

Report, 2005, p.20).

Primary particles are those emitted directly by combustion processes and are generally less

than PM2.5, and often less than PM1 (DEFRA, 2000). Air Quality Regulations, the baseline

upon which levels are monitored, is not currently available for the measurement of smaller

particles. Therefore, air quality standards do not exist for protecting the public against the

health effects of PM2.5. The World Health Organisation (WHO) has recommended the

development of air quality guidelines for PM2.5 for public protection, alongside the

measurement of PM10. The limit value for PM2.5 however should be derived from PM2.5

data since any scaling of the current PM10 limit value would assume that both coarse and

finer particles have the same toxicity (Margam HIA Report, 2005, p.21). This therefore has

implications for the collection, measurement and monitoring of PM2.5s currently being

collected by a TEOM (Tapered Element Oscillating Microbalance) monitor installed at

Twynyrodyn School.6
At the Long Moor Public Enquiry UK Coal cited evidence that it had taken account of recommendations from the ‘Newcastle’ study on air pollution and the recommendations of the Committee on the Medical Effects on Air Pollutants7. However, it is worth looking in detail at why the Fros-Y-Fran Health Impact Assessment Steering Group was sceptical of this evidence. Here I have cited their reasons that only apply to this site:

1) Monitoring sites. In the Newcastle study these were between 400 and 1400 meters from operational activity. At the Minorca site we have a property a road width away and a residential area where the closest house is 300 meters away.
2) The Newcastle study only measured PM10 levels and not the finer particles

3) The study only looked at the effects on children and not on the elderly or people with existing complaints.

4) The topography will be different from that found in the Newcastle Study8.

For these reasons the Co-ordinating Committee of the Minorca Opencast Protest Group will be asking the Protest Group to support a request to Leicestershire County Council to undertake a Health Impact Assessment for the area affected by the Minorca proposal if UK Coal applies for formal planning permission. Perhaps it is evidence similar to this that has convinced Telford and Wrekin Council to commission a Health Impact Assessment on another UK Coal proposal for an opencast site at Huntington Lane near Telford earlier in January 9 . 
There will be more on what a Health Impact Assessment is in the next issue.
1) Dr Dick van Steenis, ‘Industrial air pollution and the Country Doctor’, Country Doctor, 15/3/2002, p 5 of my printout

2) Dr Dick van Steenis, ‘Industrial air pollution and the Country Doctor’, Country Doctor, 15/3/ 2002, p 5-6 of my print out.
3) Dr Dick van Steenis, ‘Coal opencasting and health’, Country Doctor, 31/3/08, p 2 of my print out.

4) Dr Dick van Steenis, ‘Coal opencasting and health’, Country Doctor, 31/3/08., p 1 of my print out.

5) Dr Dick van Steenis, ‘Coal opencasting and health’, Country Doctor, 31/3/08, p 2 of my print out.

6) Ffos-Y –Fran Heath Impact Assessment Steering Group, ‘A Report of a Health Impact Assessment Study of an Opencast Scheme at Ffos-Y-Fran, p Merthyr Tydfil, p 26, 2007

7) Appeal by UK Coal Mining Ltd Proposed Long Moor Surface Mine, Para 8.111, The Planning Inspectorate, 2006.

8) Ffos-Y –Fran Health Impact Assessment Steering Group, ‘A Report of a Health Impact Assessment Study of an Opencast Scheme at Ffos-Y-Fran, Merthyr Tydfil, p 25, 2007.

9) Shropshire Star ‘Health Study on Mines Plan’, 14/1/09.
PROPERTY PRICES AROUND MEASHAM ARE SET TO PLUMMET
If UK Coal gains permission to open an opencast coal mine between Measham and Snarestone then expect house prices within 3 miles of the site to be adversely affected. This affect will be in addition to the recent fall in house prices due to the credit crunch. This is the conclusion that can be drawn from the experience and evidence from previous episodes of open casting.

A study published by the University of East Anglia in 1993 explored the expected effects of opening an opencast mine in North Staffordshire. This study utilised estate agents to make judgements on how the opening of an opencast mine would affect house prices in the local area. What they discovered was an inverse price affect in that, regardless of location, the more expensive the property the bigger the fall in house prices. We can transpose these findings to local communities around the site to see what the effect on local house prices would be if these outcomes were replicated locally.




AVERAGE PREDICTED FALL IN HOUSE PRICES1
1993 value of a house
 (£)
within ½ mile

within 1 mile 

within 3 miles       (K=thousands)                             e.g Measham

e.g. Snarestone
e.g. Donisthorpe

35K



21%


18%


10%

65K



29%


24%


14%

120K



32%


25%


16%

250K



40%


33%


19%

These figures are alarming for local residents. Other evidence for the effect on local house prices comes from the Fran-Y- Fron Health Impact Assessment Study. They cited local evidence that house prices had fallen by 20% to 50%2. In addition, a recent article in the Cumberland News cited Brian Higgs, a retired Director of Estate Agents Pennine Way Town and Country Property saying that house prices in the town of Alston could decline by 40% and property in the surrounding area up to 4 miles away by 25% if a proposed opencast coal mine gets the go ahead.3
However, the problem facing local residents is that this expected decline in house prices cannot be used as a basis for opposing plans for an opencast mine. This is not allowed in the current guidance on how to assess a planning application for an opencast coal mine. Ironically, in the Trent Valley study, this was despite the conclusion of the study that the profit expected from the proposed opencast mine in North Staffordshire was in excess of the total estimated loss of value in local house prices4
1) A Trigg and W Richard Dubourg,  ‘Valuing the Environmental Impacts of Opencast Coal Mining : The Case of the Trent Valley in North Staffordshire, CSERG WORKING PAPER GEC 93-19, University of East Anglia,  Figures based on Table 1, p 17

2) Ffos-Y –Fran Heath Impact Assessment Steering Group, ‘A Report of a Health Impact Assessment Study of an Opencast Scheme at Ffos-Y-Fran, p Merthyr Tydfil, p 55, 2007

3) Cumberland News, ‘Planned open cast mine may lead to 40 per cent house price fall’, 12/12/08.

4) A Trigg and W Richard Dubourg,  ‘Valuing the Environmental Impacts of Opencast Coal Mining : The Case of the Trent Valley in North Staffordshire, CSERG WORKING PAPER GEC 93-19, University of East Anglia,  Conclusion based on Table 3, p 20

LAST SERIES OF QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS FROM THE PUBLIC EXHIBITION IN MEASHAM ON NOVEMER 12TH 2008

‘Will coal being stockpiled awaiting transportation, blending or crushing be visible at any time over the bunds?’

1) Should not exceed that line, 
2) Some restriction
‘Are the HGV vehicles used to transport the minerals offsite sheeted on the outward and the return journeys?’

1) Not on the return Journey, ask site manager about the other way. 2) Definitely sheeted on the outward journey. 3) Sheeted on outward journey, legal requirement.

‘Will the road layout and character be restored to how it looks now when the extraction phase is complete?’

1) (L.A.) Inspector to look at the road deterioration and indicate the necessary repairs

2) L.A. to report on necessary improvements to U.K. Coal

3) L.A. planners to indicate the required road improvements to be undertaken

‘How much money will UK Coal put aside in a bond for site restoration?’

1) What LCC will require – the size of the bond varies from L.A to L.A.

2) Agree a figure with the local authority (L.C.C.)

3) Never yet walked away from restoring a site.

‘Rumour has it that UK Coal will be offering anything up to £1m towards the cost of restoring the Ashby Canal. Is there any truth in such a rumour?’

1) We could help in kind as some suitable equipment will almost be on site, though nothing is definite at present.

2) Not known, 3) Not known

‘According to Peel Holdings, who own 24% of the shares in UK Coal, you have 97m tonnes of opencast reserves. Why then, Minorca now?’
1) Because of Long Moor, the equipment is in the locality
2) Because of Long Moor, the equipment is in the locality.
‘Do you currently employ any people from Measham, Swepstone, Newton Burgoland or Snarestone at Long Moor?’
1) Currently employ 30 people at Long Moor. Their place of residence is not known. Most will possibly be brought to Minorca

2) Possibly 15 are local

‘Do you consider this (Minorca) site a brown field site? Much of your company’s literature on the benefits of opencasting is how it can be used to restore brown field sites to human use. Or do you consider this a green field site?’

1) Primarily a green field site, with brown field elements.
2) Primarily a Greenfield site.
This completes the publishing of all the questions and answers we were able to put to UK Coal. 
WHAT HAVE WE LEARNED FROM UK COAL FROM THESE QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS?
Firstly, that there are still inconsistencies in their answers over how many days worked, affect on watercourses, issue of the National Forest, destination for the fireclay, over blasting, over the bond for restoration and creating local employment. What are we to believe? These issues will have to be carefully scrutinised when the planning application is submitted.
Secondly, there are no current plans to use this site for landfill.

Thirdly, there is some acknowledgement that pollution is likely to be an issue. They were not at all sure in November about the scale of the water problem and how to deal with it. Also there is the issue of air pollution which according to the UK spokesperson in issue 8 is going to be OUR responsibility to monitor

‘ Dust sized 10ppm (invisible dust) i.e. the size that can enter the lungs will be created and it will be up to local residents to study the planning application and check the  number and sites of the dust monitoring stations on site. Residents will have to object if they do not think the number is sufficient. Coal in the processing site will be damped down. Loaded HGVs leaving the site will be sheeted up and the 5 meter earth mound surrounding the site will protect us from this dust.’
Fourthly, the proximity of Long Moor to this site is significant as when that site is exhausted equipment and personnel can be transported from Long Moor to Minorca. This implies that after working Minorca for four years or so where is the next site for opencasting in North West Leicestershire?

If anyone else has any comments to make on these questions and answers from UK Coal please let me know. 
LOOK OUT FOR A TOPIC INDEX – READY SOON
Because this is the 10th issue a Topic Index, enabling you to find information quickly, will be ready shortly. Treat it as a cross reference guide. The Topic Index will organise information around the 5 main reasons that will shape the arguments we will be putting forward to Leicestershire County Council for opposing this application. These are:

 LOCAL IMPACTS (What will the effects be as experienced by local people e.g. visual, dust, noise and traffic) VALUE OF AGRICULTURAL LAND (The quality of the land and its importance to maintaining agricultural employment and output), ECOLOGICAL ISSUES (Impact on the flora and fauna, risks of pollution to the soil, streams and rivers). CUMLUATIVE IMPACTS (In recent years (say over a lifetime approx 80 years) how many local sites have been exploited for extraction purposes for coal, stone, clay or other minerals? Has it disfigured the landscape?) LOW CARBON ECONOMY. (Will this proposal and its method of extraction and transportation increase or reduce the level of Carbon emissions compared to other methods of extraction or transportation? Will the coal produced contribute to an increase or reduction in Carbon Emissions?)
It should help you in making up your own arguments for any letter you want to write to either Leicestershire County Council or a national or local paper opposing the opencast mine. 

NOTE FROM STEVE LEARY

Due to a change in personal circumstances I can no longer act the role of Chairperson of MOPG. In the interim, until our next meeting after UK coal have submitted their planning application, Phil Owen your Vice Chair will act as Chairman. In addition this is the 10th issue of the newsletter I have written and carried out the research for. Help in writing this would be gratefully received. I will still be able to serve on the Co-ordinating Committee, and act as a spokes person for the group if called upon.
MINORCA OPENCAST PROTEST GROUP NEWSLETTER,   EDITOR - STEVE LEARY 
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