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Interim Statement on Minerals 
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21 Jan 2010
Introduction

CPRE has significant concerns about the method by which the Interim Policy Statement on Minerals is being developed in the West Midlands. The assumption has always been that these statements were based on the Options for the new discontinued Phase 3 Revision of the West Midlands Regional Spatial Strategy. However, the Interim Policy Statement work includes significant new options which were never consulted on during the Options Phase which only included an apportionment based on current trends.

The lack of wider consultation concerns us. Nor is the current and limited technical consultation on the content of the Statement itself but on a consultant’s report. Its contents may or may not from the basis for the advice to JSIB, however that will not be consulted on.

It is unfortunate, given the timescale from Government Office, that the options now in the consultant’s report were not available in good time for proper consultation. It is also unfortunate that this means outside interests and affected parties, especially those without technical expertise in this area, cannot properly consider how MPAs would meet additional minerals targets. 

Having said that we do have several principles in regards to this.
1. There is a strong case for seeking to reduce the need for new aggregates by reusing aggregates.

2. The level of aggregate demand depends on development, particularly housing. Given that we consider the housing numbers too high in RSS and the approach may change after the election, any apportionments need to be open to early review. 

3. There is a case for some minerals redistribution to reduce travel and share the environmental impact.

4. The extent to which that is practical depends on the mineral resource, the infrastructure to support it and the impact on the countryside, particularly protected assets.

5. There is a need to address environmental limits of aggregates production and the impact on other resources such as farmland.

With those principles in mind, and with limited information, we would generally endorse the position taken by the Sustainability Appraisal in terms of the available options, particularly supporting the increased reuse of aggregates. But we note that, welcome as the SA is, it relies on the same limited information that we have and so can only be seen as interim.
LUCs Report

The LUCs report is in our view of limited value. The desktop approach means we cannot tell whether the mineral apportionments are actually available for such radical redistribution (as para 2.24 admits). We also cannot tell whether the transport infrastructure is adequate to support the new workings without excessive environmental impact. Lastly it is hard to tell what the impact on the countryside would be without the MPAs putting forward strategies to meet increased numbers. 

In particular the report does not deal with some key constraints, particularly impacts on the countryside outside nationally designated areas and on the best and most versatile agricultural land. 

If this report’s approach was to be adopted wholeheartedly it would require much more analysis and scrutiny than is available in the time up to March.

Having said that the central premise that we should consider moving away from relying so heavily on Staffordshire for sand and gravel is sound and we would not be averse to that if it were both practical and environmentally sound. 
We would suggest the best option in the short term may be to consider a lower level of reapportionment which other MPAs could more comfortably meet and for work to continue with a view to reviewing this at an early date. This would anyway be sensible given that a change in approach to housing numbers following the election could mean that the total apportionment needs to be reduced.
Scenario Paper
The Scenario Paper suggests substitution of sand and gravel with crushed rock. For the reasons set out in the Sustainability Appraisal we are not convinced of this option. It also suggests increasing use of recycled aggregates which we strongly support and would want to see this maximised.
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