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PRESS RELEASE
COUNTY COUNCIL TO BE ASKED QUESTIONS ABOUT UK COAL’S MINORCA APPLICATION
At a public meeting being held in Measham on Thursday 17th of September, members of the Minorca Opencast Protest Group will be keen to hear answers to ten questions that they have submitted for discussion. MOPG are asking these questions on a range of topics, covering such issues as UK Coal’s mixed record when it comes to restoring sites, light pollution, the use of buffer zones for this application, UK Coal’s claims about job prospects, how a company that is losing so much money, £81.5m between January and June this year, can find the money to restore the site and traffic issues amongst others1. 
Steve Leary, MOPG Chairman said

“It is very important that as many people as possible who are against UK Coal’s proposal attend this meeting which starts at 7.00pm in St. Laurence’s Church Hall, Measham on Thursday. We have our questions that local people need answers to, but other people have many more questions to ask and comments to make about this proposal and we would encourage local people to turn out in large numbers to oppose this application. This is the only chance people will have to voice their objections directly to those members of the Development Control and Regulatory Board of LCC who will be present. This is the Committee of the County Council who is charged with making the final decision on Minorca, currently due in November.
It is regrettable that UK Coal will not formally be represented at the meeting on the 17th as there are a number of questions we would have liked to have put which only they can answer on issues such as employment, restoration of the Ashby Canal and the destination of the Fireclay for example. However we now understand that Measham Parish Council is to arrange a Public Meeting on this application to which UK Coal will be invited. 
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FOR MORE INFORMATION ON THIS PRESS RELEASE CONTACT:

STEVE LEARY, CHAIRPERSON, MOPG

4 GREENFIELD ROAD, MEASHAM, SWADLINCOTE, DERBYSHIRE DE12 7LB, tel 05601 767981 or 01530 274226, email steve46leary@googlemail.com
FOR MORE INFORMATION ON MOPG PLEASE GO TO:

http://www.mopg.co.uk  or 

http://www.leicestershirevillages.com/measham/minorca-protest.html
NOTES

1) Our full set of questions are as follows:

a. UK Coal presents itself as a responsible coal producer with a reputation for restoring sites that win prizes and praise. Why then did Leicestershire County Council in 2008 serve an Enforcement Notice in 2008 on UK Coal over a breach of Planning Conditions to do the company not restoring the Lounge site and have they yet carried out their obligation to restore this site? On a related matter, in 1995 it was claimed that RJB Mining had not fully restored the Minorca site after the coal washing operations. Did RJB Mining or its successor company UK Coal ever fully restore the Minorca site and if not why not?

b. In their submission document UK Coal say little about Light Pollution, yet this site will be lit up at night time and during the winter months it will be lit up more intensively during the working hours from 7am and especially in the dark evenings up to 7pm. Has this risk of light pollution yet been assessed, and if so is its impact considered to be minimal, moderate or severe on local residences and the local community in general?

c. Mineral Planning Policy Statement 2 under the section which discusses Consideration of Applications, paragraph 28 says the following

“ In some circumstances (especially where workings will have an extended life), new or extended permission for mineral extraction close to residential property may not provide adequate protection to nearby residents despite requirements for landscaping works such as bunds, screening and planting. In such cases, MPAs should consider the need to require adequate separation distances”.
With a property as close as 30 metres to this site and other properties within 50 metres, is Leicestershire County Council going to use its powers to insist on a separation distance (or a buffer zone) around this site and what separation distance is being considered?

d. Do we yet have any indication of what will happen to the Fire Clay and have UK Coal yet given any clear indication of the route the Fire Clay will take out of the site and will this be a matter that will be settled before a decision is determined on this application rather than being a condition imposed after the granting of planning permission?

e. There are many questions arising from this application that only UK Coal can answer. LCC have advised UK Coal that it would be in their interest to come back to the area and mount another Public Exhibition. What has been their response to this suggestion?

f. What is LCC’s opinion on the claims being made about employment? Will it bring 50 jobs to the Measham area, or is it more likely, as the Inspector at the Long Moor Public Inquiry indicated, that their will in practice be far fewer local job opportunities than local people are being led to expect? 

g. In the first half of this financial year UK Coal lost £81.5m. With this degree of financial uncertainty hanging over the future viability of UK Coal how can we be assured that there will be enough money, a bond for example, to carry out site restoration and what would be the situation if UK Coal either went into Administration or Receivership whilst it was still under an obligation to restore the site?

h. Can you give us a brief indication of what the statutory consultees have so far indicated as their reaction to this proposal and has it resulted in any further investigations being undertaken into the degree of risks to people and the environment associated with this application?

i. The Planning and Minerals Practice Guide paragraph 40 suggests the following policy be adopted by a Mineral Planning Authority

“It may sometimes be preferable, as a means of `minimising environmental disturbance to adopt a policy of preference for allowing extensions to existing mineral workings rather than allowing mineral working at a greenfield site”

and Mineral Planning Guidance 3 states

“ Extension to sites
19) Developers should provide the MPA with as much information as they have available on the extent of the resources in a proposed site, and the way in which they propose to work them, before or at the time a planning application is made to avoid subsequent unplanned applications for site extensions in area or depth”

Have LCC adopted the ‘a policy of preference’ with regard to extensions to existing mineral workings and have UK Coal given any indication that they will be seeking to extend the Minorca site other that indicating that there are reserves of coal on the other side of Swepstone Road? 

j   Do the UK Coal figures taken from their Traffic Survey   take into account the potential of Hanson's increased capacity or were they prior to the start up of the factory?

