REPLY TO ‘STOP THE QUARRY ACTION GROUP’ CONSULTATION COMMENTS

Dear Mr Adrian Carlos

Re: Land at Lea Castle Farm

Application Ref: 19/000053/CM Grid Ref: (E) 383959, (N) 278992
Applicant: NRS Aggregates Ltd

Proposal: Proposed sand and gravel quarry with progressive restoration using site derived and
imported inert material to agricultural parkland, public access and nature enhancement

Location: Land at Lea Castle Farm, Wolverley Road, Broadwaters, Kidderminster, Worcestershire

This document is a specific
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on the environment, does so in the full knowledge of the likely significant effects. It should take this
into account in the decision-making process. The regulations set out a procedure for identifying
those projects which should be subject to an Environmental Impact Assessment and for assessing,
consulting and coming to a decision on those projects which are likely to have significant
environmental effects.

ES should be prepared objectively. It should not understate adverse effects or over-emphasise
beneficial ones. ES should read as though prepared by a neutral observer and should neither support
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In considering the potential for cumulative visual effects, the outline permitted residential
development for some 600 new homes and up to 3,500 square metres of employment floorspace
with a total of 1400 proposed in the local plan at the disused Lea Castle Hospital site had been
considered. It is assessed that the cumulative effect of the Quarry and Hospital development upon
visual amenity for both operational and restoration periods is assessed to be neutral and not
significant.”

The merit of the ES, from the main author of the ES who has been directly employed by mineral
operating companies, can be judged on these statements to the effect that the open excavation
quarry will not be out of character and any effect will be reversable. The after use leaves a 1.1Million
m3 crater in the ancient parkland. This characterisation is at minimum wrong and at worst
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Despite referring to “restoration” around 300 times in the first 100 pages of the ES, the landscape
will not be restored. 3,000,000 tonnes will be removed (1.7M m?®), and 1,020,000 tonnes (600,000m?)
replaced. This will leave a 1,100,000m? crater where the parkland used to be. This is not restoring
the landscape. The “restoration” is also outside the control of the applicant and is dependent on
sourcing 1 million tonnes of inert waste (clay, sub soil, chalk, concrete, hardcore, rubble) which they
admit is in short supply. In ten-years’ time it will be in even shorter supply due to diminishing
brownfield sites to redevelop and improved recycling.

The ES does not look at impact on the longer term in any way. It does not consider short term,
medium term or long term impact. The site could potentially be operational for 20 years if extraction
takes longer and after cai
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The ES repeatedly refers to and seeks justification from the Third Stage Consultation of the
Worcestershire Minerals Local Plan. This plan has been abandoned by the County Council. The
application seeks to pre-determine the emerging Minerals Plan and it is not needed in the context
of an existing 7-year supply of sand and gravel.

RESPONSE: Worcestershire County Council have decided to revise the method for site selection, with
site allocations to be addressed in a separate Mineral Site Allocations Development Plan Document
which will be forthcoming.



