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1.1 

1.2 

1.3 

1.4 

1.5 

1. METHOD 

'The aim ofthis study was to collatc 15 to 20 site-specific cxamplcs of cases where thc 
mineral extraction industries had adopted working practices or schemes which were 
deliberately beneficial to naturc conservation, In order to qualify [or inclusion in the 
study it was rcquired tliat sclicmes should be ciitircly voluntary or, whcrc required by 
planning conditions or obligations, they sliould bc demonstrably abovc or beyond thc 
minimum required. 

In order to compile a good cross sectioii of' examples it was necessary to cstablish 
contact with tlic various organisations involved in the inincrals planning process, 
namely local mineral planning oflkers, local govermcnt ccologists, environmental 
consultancies known to work rcgularly with the minerals industry, and with the 
mineral operators thcmselves and their representativc bodies. It was hoped that thesc 
groups would be able to nominate examplcs of good naturc conservation practice 
within the mincrals industry in which they liad bccn involved. 

Upon commenccinciit 01' the pro+jcct telephone contact was establ ishcd irnmediatcly 
with RACMI and SAGA to notify them of thc pro+jecl and to encourage them to 
circulate the "word" among their members. BACMT were particularly helpful and 
despatchcd our letters addressed to tlicir members with a covering note supporting the 
project. They also encouraged membcrs to respond through their internal ncwsletter. 
Telephonc contact was then inadc with a selection of minerals companies, local 
govcriimenl ecologists, local miiierals plLming officcrs with a knowlcdgc of izaturc 
conscrvation issues, and certain consultants with nature conservation cxpertise and 
known to work with the inincrals industry on a regular basis. 

The projcct was also advertised in Planning Week, Minerals Planning and in Planning 
,Ji7r the Natural and Built Environment in the hope that any organisations not alrcady 
contacted would be ablc to submit sclicrncs which they fclt would be of relevancc and 
of intcrcst. 

Once initial teleplionc contact hade been madc, each organisation was sent a standard 
Ictter and pro forma on which to nominate appropriate examples. Thc kcy mineral 
opcrators (see list) were written to cither directly or through BACMI. 'I'hc pro forma 
asked basic information about thc nature of the prqjcct, those organisations involved 
in tlic pro.ject, and thc planning conditions / agreements attached to thc project. Thc 
pro f'omia was accompmicd by a standard lcttcr which fully cxplained the tcrrns and 
aims of* tlie prqjcct (see section 2). Having cstablished by tclcphone contacts thc most 
likely swrces of nominated schcrnes a total of 6 local authorities, 23 consultancies and 
20 minerals companies wcrc individually invited to submit schemes for this report (for 
names see section 3). Thesc contacts also included thc full range of mineral 
operations, including sand and gravel, hard rock, peat and coal. 

I 



1.6 It was then necessary to contact individuals by telephone to respond to enquiries. 
cncouragc submissions and clarify tlic information given in the pro lormas and to fill 
in any gaps in the inl'orination. As no sitc visit was involved there was a heavy 
rcliance on the submittcd information. This process provcd to bc slow and ideally 
required hrtlier work in some cases where furthcr information had not been received 
hcfore the submissioii date. We have cndcavourcd to verify the validity of the 
schemes submittcd as far as possible in thc titnc and budget available. Our cornrncnts 
are included in the pro-forma and these were informcd in a number of- cases by our 
discussions with local Wildlife Trusts, Mineral Planning Authorities etc. It is 
anticipated that some selected cases may need to bc omitted because of our uncertainty 
about the usefulness of publicising sonic of' the schemes or because further 
invcstigation may rcvcal that they wcrc not voluntary OT were not successful ic, after 
checking the merits of the schemcs with local officers of English Nature. 

1.7 Purthcr editing of the list will be nccded to securc a fair balance of geographic 
distribution, miiierals type, schcme type, prograinime, permanence, subject (biological/ 
carth science) ctc. 

1,8 It is most unlikely that this range of noininatcd schemes is exhaustive o l  the potential 
number of qualifying schcmcs in England. (A Scottish submission has been excluded). 
'I'wo f*actors in particular constrained the responsc from the industry and local 
authorities. The sumimary of respoiiscs in Section 4 indicate that several potential 
contributors in local authorities and thc industry could not rncct the limescale of tlie 
pro-jcct. It is probablc that other potential responders were deterred by the timcscale 
but did not contact us to say so. Whilst this inay have been an excusc in some cases 
the project timetable was very tight. 'The pro-ject commission was reccived on 22nd 
December I994 which prccluded any uscful contacts being established over tlic 
Christmas and New Ycar holidays when many ol' the industry's offices were closed 
and local authority stall took annual leave in addition to the public holidays. 
However, telephonc contacls startcd in December and continued into January. Most 
of the letters werc dcspatched in thc first week of January, in some cases concurrently 
with telephone contact bciiig eshblished. 'I'hc deadline given was tlie 27th January to 
enablc the submission date lor thc rcport ol' 1st February to be met. 

1.9 Following discussions with the Prqjcct Officer wc cndeavoured to inform as many 
parties as possible 01' tlic extension of thc deadline to the end o l  February, but i t  was 
too late to renotify all the coiisultccs and to changc the published entries in the 
planning journals. We havc inailaged to contact somc kcy potential contributors who 
had indicattcd they could iiot meet the original deadline, e.g. Levingtons, but wc still 
await their submissions. 
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1.10 

1.11 

1.12 

The second significant constraint on  returns is that we have bccn advised that a 
number oi' companies have taken a policy decision not to reply to qucstionnaires. 
Although it would have been to tlic advantage of* the company to do so in this case, 
some have not respondcd for this reason. A number of' local authorities havc also 
taken this dccision, unless thc questionriairc is distributed by the local authority 
associations themselves. 

The returii from consultancies was predictably low. They arc generally reluctant to 
contributc to such survcys unless it is 01' business bencfit. The ~ X C U S C  that client 
confldeiitiality precluded them fkom nominating a schcmc is, in our view, an incorrect 
interpretation of their obligations. They could have passcd the project on to their 
clients, as suggested in our letter (and as some did) or they would easily have obtained 
client approval in this case, if they had sought it. Some consultancics did, however, 
respond constructivcly and promptly. 

Neverthcless, the prqjcct has achicved 17 returns, most of which arc sufkiently full 
to assess. We await at lcast three morc schemes which would bring thc total up to the 
targct of. 20. 
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2. EXAMPLES OF LETTERS SENT 

2, I To Environmental Consultancies Working with the Minerals Industry. 

3rd January 1995 
Dear Sirs 

GOOD NATURE CONSERVATION PRACTICE IN THE MINERALS INDUSTRY 

We arc commissioned by the Naturc Conservancy Council for England (English Nature) to 
undertake a research and advisory project relating to good naturc conservation practice in the 
minerals industry. The object of the work is to carry out a dcsk top study collating site- 
spccific case examples where thc mineral extraction industries have adopted working practices 
or schemes which are deliberately benefkial to nature conservation. Thc final product will 
be a report detailing examples across a range of mineral extractive industry sectors and 
representing the spread of diffcrent types of work being carried out. It is intended that the 
rcport may inform a future English Nature publication on minerals a id  nature conservation. 

Nature conservation includes thc conservation and cnliancement of wild flora and fauna and 
of' geological and geornorphologicd (landform) features and natural processes. The examples 
chosen will be written up for a non-tcchnical audience, and relate primarily to work 
undertaken by the minerals industry or by owners of recently disused mineral workings. It 
sliould be emphasised that the cases reported will primarily represent thc ideas, work or 
research of the site operator rather than thc planning authority. Thus, examples must clcarly 
represent work undertaken voluntarily by the owner or operator. If undertakcn as the result 
of a planning condition or obligation (unless unilateral, or advanced by the mineral opcrator), 
the work sli~uld be demonstrably above and bcyond the minimum rcquired to meet the 
conditions. Each cxaniple will clearly state this planning background. Individual cases may 
relate to onc or more 01' the prcparation, working, or restoration phases of a rnincral operation. 

This is an important opportunity to dcninnstrate the excellent work which has been undertaken 
by the industry over recent years. Thc bcst examples are likcly to be those undertakcn under 
the auspices 01 an environmental consultancy. We are writing to invite you to nominate any 
case exarnplcs which fa11 into the project's brief outlined above with which you have been 
iiivolvcd. 'I'Iie time programimc for the research, however, is extrcmcly tight and I should be 
most grateful if. you could let me kiiow by letler/hx wlictlier you wish to nominate an 
cxarnple by Friday 20 January at the latcst. Details of the cxarnple should bc submitted to 
us at the above address not later than Friday 27 January. 

For examples that you wish to nominate we should be grateful if you provide the relcvant 
information on the attaclicd pro forrna togcthcr with m y  other niaterial which is available 
relevant to thc case, a photograph would bc particularly helpful for those cases which may 
bc published and would help us to apprcciate the contcxt of the scheme as wc will not be able 
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to visit the sites personally 

You should, of' course, seek tlie agrccmcnt o f  the opcrator conccrncd. We havc written 
directly and through the mineral trade associations to most o f  the lcading mineral operators 
so your clients may already be aware ol' the project. 

Thank you lbr considering this rcquest. I hope that you will consider tlie project to bc an 
innovative and constmctivc approach to nature conservation in thc niincrals industry and that 
you will be able to iiominate an appropriatc cxainplc within the rather tight programme, 

If you wish to scck clariiication of any point please contact me or any of my colleagues 
below:- 

lan Collis, Associate 
Stephen Goodwin, Senior Assistant Planner 
Claire Snowdon, Assistant Ecologist 

Yours faithfully 

David Tyldcslcy 
Principal 

2.2 To Mineral Companies. 

Our Ref: DT/JT'/847 
3 January 1995 
Dcm Sirs 

GOOD NATURI; CONSERVATION PRAC'I'ICH IN THE MINERALS INDUSTRY 

We are cornrnissioncd by the Nature Conservancy Council for England (English Nature) to 
undertake a research and advisory project relating to good nature conservation practice in thc 
rnincrals industry. The object of thc work is to carry out a desk top study collating site- 
specific case examplcs where the mineral extraction industries have adopted working practices 
or schemes which arc deliberately beiieficial to nature conservation. The final product will 
be a report detailing cxarnples across a rangc of mineral extractive industry sectors and 
rcprescnting the spread of diffcrciit types or work bcing carried out. It is intendcd that the 
report may inform a future English Nature publication on minerals and nature conservation, 

Nature conservation includes the conscrvation and enhancement of wild flora and fauna and 
of gcological and geomorpliologicd (lmdfom) fcaturcs and natural processcs. The examples 
chosen will be written up for a non-technical audience, and relate primarily to work 
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undcrtaken by the minerals industry or by owners 01' recently disused mineral workings. It 
should bc cmphasised that the cascs rcported will primarily represent the ideas, work or 
research of thc site operator rather tlian the planning authority. Thus, cxarnplcs must clearly 
represent work undertaken voluntarily by thc owner or operator. If undcrtakcn as tlie result 
of a planning condition or obligation (unless unilateral, or advanccd by the mineral operator), 
the work should be demonstrably above and beyond the minimum required to mect the 
conditions. Each example will clcarly state this planning background. Individual cascs may 
relate to onc or more of the preparation, working, or rcstoration phases of a rnincral operation. 

This is an important opportunity to dcrnonstmte the exccllcnt work which has bcm undertaken 
by the industry ovcr recent years. We are writing to invite you to nominate any casc 
exmplcs which fall into the projcct's brier outlined above. The timc programme for the 
rcscarch, however, is cxtremely tight and I should bc most grateful if you could let mc know 
by lettcr/fax whether you wish to nominate an example by Friday 20 January at the latcst. 
Details of the example should be submittcd to us at the abovc address not latcr than Friday 
27 January. 

For examplcs that you wish to nominate wc should be gratcful if you provide thc relevant 
infbrmation 011 the attached pro lbrma togctlicr with my other material which is available 
rclcvant to the casc, ;1 photograph would be particularly lielpful for: those cases which inay 
be published and would help us to appreciate tlie contcxt of the scheme as wc will not be able 
to visit the sites personally. 

'I'liank you for considcring this requcst. I hope that you will consider thc project to be an 
innovative and constructive approach to nature conservation in the minerals industry and that 
you will be able to nominate an appropriate examplc within the rather tight programme. 

If you wish to seek clarification of any point plcase contact me or any of my colleagues 
below:- 

lan Collis, Associate 
Stcplicn Goodwin, Scnior Assistant Planiicr 
Claire Snowdon, Assistant Lcologist 

Yours faithfully 

David Tyldesley 
Principal 
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3. LIST OF COMPANIES, CONSULTANCIES AND 
LOCAL AUTHORITIES CONTACTED 

3.1 Cornpanics (contacted directly) 

British Gypsum Ltd 
RJB Mining Plc 
l iJ Banks & CO 1,td 
KMC Roadstone Products Ltd 
Butterlcy Brick 
Butterlcy Aggregates 
Coal Contractors Ltd 
1,evington Horticulturc 

Companies (contacted via BACMT) 

ARC Lid 
Blue Circle Industries Plc 
ECC Construction Materials Ltd 
Ennernix Holdings T,td 
Wimpcy Asphalt / Wimpcy Hobbs Ltd 
Allred McAlpinc Quarry Products I,td 
Pioneer Concrete (Tioldings) Plc 
Redland Aggregates Ltd 
Steetley Quarry Products Ltd 
Tarmac Quarry Products Ltd 
'Tilcon Ltd 
Evered Bardon Plc 

3.2 Local Authorities 

Avon County Council 
Derbyshire County Council 
Devon County Council 
Durham County Council 
Hampslnirc County Council 
Nottinghmshirc County Council 
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3.3 Consultancies 

Wardcll Amstrong 
Kneight Piesold & I-’artners 
Ark Associatcs Environmental Consultancy 
Humphrics IZowell Associates I .td 
Cobhm Kcsource Consultants 
Faulks Perry Cullcy & Recli 
Anthoay G o s s  Consultancy 
Wimpey €’:nviroiimental 
Chris Blandford Associates 
Ashdown Environmental Ltd 
MJ Carter Associates 
NA Iluncan & Associatcs 
Glcn Kcmp Hankinson 
Grcatcr Manchester Geological Unit 
Herpetofaunn Consultants lnternationd 
lronside Farrar Ltd 
The Ottcr Conservancy 
RSNC E,nvironimental Serviccs I .td 
British Geological Survcy 
Hunting [,and & Envjronmcnt Lid 
NEAP I’rivironmeiit Coiisultancy Lid 

‘fhc Iiobinson Peiiii Partnership 
RPS Group Plc 
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4, SUMMARY OF RESPONSES RECEIVED 

Avon C.C. 

Durham C.C. 

Ilevon C.C. 

M.J. Carter 
Associatcs 

Chris Blandford 
Associates 

Knight Piesold 

British Geological 
survey 

BACMT 

Pioneer Aggrcgates 

RMC 

Camas UK Ltd 

ARC Northern 

Humphries Rowcll 
Associates 

Blue Circle 
Industries plc 

I,ctter, 19.1.95, tirncscale and workload. Kcccjpt acknowledged, 
tiincscale extended. 

I xttcrs 12 and 17. I .95 Nominated 'I'hrislington NNR. Receipt 
ackno wledgcd. 

Letter 20.1.95, Nominated 2 examples. Kcccipt acknowledged. 

[,&er 19.1.95, claim all work confidential for clients. 
Receipt acknowledgcd. 

1 .&er 1.2.95, unable to nominate a scheme, rccornmend contact 
Mike 113cllinghan, J3luc Circle. Reccipt acknowledged. Blue Circlc 
contactcd. 

1,etter 23.1.95, timescale constraint. DTA written again with extension. 

Letter 18.1.95, would draw up II list of schcincs for &4,OUO. 
Receipt acknowledged. 

I,etter 10.1.95, concerned about timescale, reccipt acknowledgcd, 
advised of cxtcnsion. 

T,ctter 26.1.95 nominated ZL schcmc in Scotland, receipt acknowledged. 

Letters 17 and 3 1 I 1.95, nominated Attenborough Nature Reserve, 
receipt acknowledged. 

Letter 25.1.95 nominated three schcrnes, receipt acknowlcdged. 

Letter 20.1.95, nominated tlircc schemes, receipt acknowlcdged. 

Ixtter 16.1.95, forwarded our letter to a clicnt, receipt 
acknowledged. 

Letter I 1 .1.95, sent contcxt information, rcccipt acknowledged. I>TA 
contxted them for more inl'obnnation hut further help declined owing 
to company policy 
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Redland Aggregates Letter 21.02.95, scnt information, receipt acknowledged. 

Levington Horticulture DTA pursucd by telephone and achicved tclcphol~e response. 
Advised of time extension, agreed to submit 3/4 scliemes, 
submission awaited. 

3.4 Response Rates 

Consultants 2 1 (5, 

1,ocal Authoritics 50% 

Mineral Opcrators 40%) 
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5. 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8, 

9. 

10. 

11. 

12. 

LIST OF NOMINATED SITES 

Thrislington Co. I>uriiam 
Grassland Trmslocation, Redll?nd Aggregatcs Ltd. 

Little Hradley Ponds, Hovey Tracey Dcvnn 
Watts, slake, Bearne -I- CO, Wetland Schcmc, Ball Clay restoration. 

Chudleigh Knighton Heath, Devon 
Watts, Blakc, Rearne t CO, SSSI heathland, Ball Clay rcstoration. 

Lillcshall Quarry, Much Wenlock, Shropshire 
Clamas Aggregates Lid., restoration of limestone grassland, scrub and woodland. 

Holme Park Quarry, Burton i n  Kendal, Cumbria 
Camas Aggregates Ltd,, Limestonc Pavement and nature reserve, mineral extraction 
foregone. 

Attcnborough Nature Reservc, Nottingham 
RMC, Hutterley Aggregates Ltd., sand and gravcl workings, restoration and nature 
reserve. 

Top Road, Misson, Notts. 
ARC Northern, retention of sill ponds in sand and gravcl workings. 

Chainbridge Lanc, Lound, Notts. 
ARC Northcrn Ltd., naturc rcserve in sand and gravel workings. 

Wykeham Pit, Wykeham, Scarborough, Yorks 
ARC Northern [Ad., developrncnt of wetland habitats on aggregates site 

Wentworth Park Site, Barnsley, Yorks. 
H J Banks I d . ,  restoration of opencasl coal sitc. 

Frogrnorc Park, Herts. 
Redland Aggregatcs Ltd., conscntcd restoration plans altered for thc hcnefit of 
wi ldlifc. 

Marfield Quarry, North Yorks. 
Redland Aggegatcs Ltd., restoration of' sand and gravel workings to wetland habitat. 
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SUBMITTFI) SCHEMES CONT.. 

13. 

14. 

15. 

16. 

17. 

Sevenoaks Wildfowl lieserve, Kent. 
IZcdland Aggregates Ltd., restoration of gravcl workings to wildfowl reserve. 

Panshanger I'nrk, Herts. 
Redland Aggregates 1 ,id.? rnanageinent of surrounding wildlife interest during 
operational phase of minerals workings. 

Cow Lane Sand & Gravel Pit, Cambs. 
Redland Aggregates I,td., rcstoration ol' mincral workings to wetland habitat. 

Rammamere Heath, Beds. 
Redland Aggrcgatcs Ltd., mmagemcnt of heathland as part of a widcr scheme of 
strategic site managcment. 

Kingswood SSST, Beds. 
Redland Aggregates Lid., managcment of woodland as part of' a wider scheme of 
strategic site managcment. 
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6 .  LIST OF REJECTED SITES 

Brandon Marshes Warwickshire, Redland. 

Besthorpe Quarry 

Birnie Loch Scotland, Pioneer. 

Grinshill Quarry Shropshire, CAM AS. 

Houghton Main Colliery 

Evcrsley Common Harnpshirc, Redland. 

Mcdway Woodlands Kent, Dlue Circle. 

Nottingham shire, Red land. 

Yorlcs., MED Construction Ltd. 
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7. NOMINATED SITE DETAILS 

14 



DTA reference ...... 1 .................................. 

Mineral Operator: Name of Company ......... Redland Aggregates Ltd.................I.. ............... 
. .  Address ......................... Tl~islmgton Works ............................................ 

.......... .II..............West Cornfortl .l...,........ ...................................... 

....................... .m..Ferryl~i 11.. .......................................................... 

........................... County Durlim I)l,l7 9EY ............................ 
Contact name..David Park (Restoration Manger), Tcl. no,,.,. .A740 654461 ................. 

Nominated by Durham County Council 

The work is *a physical sclicmc on a site * iivlovativc research 

. .  3 -  Site Name .............. Thrrsliiigton Plantation ................................................................................... 
Location. ............... Durliam. ....................................................................................................... 
The relevant part of the site is open to the public 
Access is available by arrangcrnent 

Y e  J No 
Yes J N e  

If ycs, contact name ..... David Park...+........L.. .................. Tel. no ...... 0740 654461 .................. 
Name of any environmental consultancy that assisted with thc work 
..................... English Ndture and Durham Wildlifc Trust ............................................................ 
Contact namc ....... Simon Walker (~N)......l.........I*. Tel. no. ...... 091 586 0004.. .......... 
Brief summary of nature conservation interest 
Dcsignated as a "13 and SSSI, this internationally important site holds the most extensive 
(22 hectares), diverse and rcprcsentative cxample of scmi natural magnesium limestone 
grassland in Britain. 'I'hc site supports many botanical species at or near the northern limit of 
their distribution displaying intcrcsting links bctwcen the chalk and limestonc grasslands of 
the south and the arctic-alpine grasslands of the north. The sitc also has a considerablc 
entomological interest including the largest inland colony of the Durham Argus butterfly. 



IWA reference ...... 1.. ..................... 
Grief summary of work carried out P'ollowing pressure to expand an existing quarry into 
thc magnesium limestone grassland Stcctley Quarry products, the then owners of the site, 
embarked on an experimental scheme involving the physical rcinoval and transfer of the 
grassland to an ad.joining sitc. A technical advisory group was set up to ovcrsee the re-location 
scheme, madc up of EN, DWI', the county rnincral planning authority and the company's own 
spccifically appointcd restoration manager / ecologist. The actual proccss involved the rcrnoval 
of nine square inetrcs of' grassland at a time, togcthcr with the ciitirc soil profile, resulting in 
thc total removal of five and a half hectarcs. 'Ihe scheme was completed over a period of 8 
years and appears to havc been a succcss. Redland Aggregates liavc subsequently gained 
control of Steetlcy Quarry products and remain cornrnittcd to the protection and management 
of this ecologically important site as is evidenced by the subsequcnt designation ol 
Thrislington Plantation, including those parts relocated, as a NNR in 1992. 

Date work commenced 1982 Date complcted 1990 

The work is Tkmpwwy I Permanent 

The work was part of  site preparation /- L1 I l e 3 h W h m  . 1- 

The work was: 
Entirely voluntary, ie no connection to planning reyuiremcnts and process %& J No 

Yes I & 
Yes I U 
Yes4 No 
Y e f l N o  

by the planning authority Yes I M 

Rcquired by conditions on a planning permission 
Rcquired by a scction 52 / 106 agreement / obligation 
The obligation was unilatcral 
The relevant part of the agrccmcnt was first offered by the applicant 

'Thc terns of thc agreement (re-location, avoidance) reached betwccn Stcetleys and EN, DWT 
and the Minerals Planning authority were endorsed by the SOS and set out in a scries of 
conditions fbllowing a public inquiry. 

The work was first proposcd by ........... EN and DWT ............................................................... 
The brief was prepared by ............ Rcstoration Manager and the Technical Advisory 
............................................................... Committee ...................................................................... 
Thc design was prepared by .... Rcstoration Manager and thc Technical Advisory Committee ... 
Who was consulted about the work? .... EN,  DWT and the county rmillerals planning 
................................................................. .....authorit y . ~ ~ ~ ~ . ~ ~ . *  .................................................... 
The work was carried out by ................... Steetley Quarry Products ......................................... 
The work was carried out on behalf of .... Steetley Qumy Products ......................................... 



ICE IN THE MIN 

DTA reference ....... 1. .............. 
l h e  work was supervised by ................. Steetlcy’s appointed ecologist, EN, DWT and the 
.................................................................. county minerals planning authority .......................... 
The cost of the work was paid by ............ Steetley Quarry Products ....................................... 
Was any grant aid or other funding used? ye4 I No 

The site is now managed by ..... Rcdlands Aggrcgates and thc Technical Advisory 
.................................................. .,...,,...Cornmittcc........ ............................................................ 
The cost of managcment is paid by ........ Redlai~ds Aggregates.,.,,,, ....................................... 
Is there any interpretation of the work eg leaflcts, trails, boards? 
Have the research / methods / techniques been applied elsewhcre? 
If yes, a t  

Ycs I N8 
Yes I ?% 

Is the succcss of thc work being formally monitored? Yes / Ne 

A [returnable] photograph of publication quality is available 
The nominator is prcpared to obtain and send such a [rcturnable] photograph to English 
Nature free of charge 

Yes I N e  

Yes I T4-e 

List of matcrial submitted, ......... 1. English Nature Information Shcct 5 ................................. 
..... 2. ‘I’hrislington Plantation Grassland Re-location Scheme..,, 
,........Booklet (HN and Redland).. ................................................ 
..... 3. Extmct from Mineral Planning. Dec 87: (12)..*.L...........I... 

Commentary on nominated project 
This well known and quite well publiciscd example of translocation and restoration was 
required as part of thc terms of thc grant of planning pemission and cannot, therefore, bc said 
to be entirely voluntary. flowever, thc extent of the work, the cxtent o f  the research, 
cxpcrirnent and monitoring almost certainly exceed what was requircd as part o f  the planning 
permission. The designation of NNR gives the case a high profile and readers of any 
subsequcnt publication may bc surpriscd if the schemc is omitted as an example. 

David ‘I‘yldesley and Associatcs 
Sherwood 1 louse 

144 Annesley l i d  
Hucknall 

Nottincharn NGI 5 7DD 



TED EXAMPLE 

DTA reference ......... 2 ............................ 

Mineral Operator: Name of Cornpany.,.,,,Watts, Blake, Bearne & Co. Plc ............................ 
Address.. .................... Park House., ...................................................... 

......................... Courtenay Park ...................................................... 

......................... N e ~ o ~  Abbot ........................................................ 

...... ....ll.l...........TQl 2 4PS .............................................................. 
Contact name..John Briggs (Estates Manager)..,.. 

The work is *a physical scheme on a site 

Tcl. no ... 01626 332345 .................. 

. .  *a trial or experiment for future application 

Site Name ...... Little Bradley Ponds,,,.. ..................................................................................... 
.Location,..,....Near Bovey Il'racey, Bovey Basin, Devon .......................................................... 
The relevant part of the site i s  open to the public 
Access is available by arrangement 

Yw / No 
Yes I ?% 

If yes, contact name .... Devon Wildlife TIUst ................... Tel. no ..... 0'1392 79244 .................. 
Name of any environmental consultancy that assisted with the work 

...................................... Not applicable ........................................................................................ 
Contact name ............................................................... Tel. no .......................................... 

Brief summary of  nature conservation interest 
Site within Bovey Basin which contains a very important concentration of wetland habitats 
associated with former ball clay workings. A varicty of habitats is present including ponds, 
streams, several boggy areas and birch, grey willow and oak woodland. Old workings are 
colonised by a fringe of wetland plants and support a wide range of aquatic invertebrates. The 
area i s  of national significance for its populations of dragonflies and damselflies. Existing 
pond and newly created pond form the Little Bradley Ponds Nature Reserve. 



I 

DTA reference ........ .2.... ................ 
'Brief summary of work carried out 
Planning agrecincnt for revocation o l  old planning consent by mincral opcrator (WBB) in 
return for payment for construction of a new pond on formcr clay pit site adjacent to an 
existing and well established pond. 130th pond sites then transferred to local Wildlife 'trust 
for managcmeiit as ;1 nature resewc. Actual work involved earthmoving and ditching works, 
trcc planting, fencing a i d  access provision. Forms part of a wider stratcgy for tlw conservation 
of wetlands within the Bovey Basin. 

Date work commenced April 199 I Datc completed July 1991 

Thc work is Twqweiy / Permanent 

The work was part of site preparation / operational phase / restoration / aftcr care 
N/A 

Thc work was: 
Entircly voluntary, ie no conncction to planning reyuiremcnts and process Yes / No 
Requircd by conditions on a planning permission Yw-1 No 
Keyuired by a section 52 / 106 agreement / obligation Two agrccmcnts were drawn up: 
1 )  Hctween Devon County Council and WBB relating to thc revocation of planning 
pcnnission. WBB would not objcct providing funds were made available for thc crcation of 
thc pond. 
2) Between I X C  and DWT allocating G15,000 for construction and management of thc 
site. 
Thc obligation was unilateral Yes-/ No 

&/No 
by thc planning authority Yes / N& 

Thc rclcvant part of the agrccmcnt was first offered by the applicant 

The work was first proposcd by,,Joint DCC / WBB based on I3WJ' recommcndations ............ 
. .  '1'1 Thc brrcf was prepared by ............... DC C... ............................................................................... 

The design was prcparcd by ............ DCC ................................................................................... 
Who was consultcd about the work? ...... .DCC / NRA, ............................................................. 
The work was carried out by ....... .,WHH a i d  contactors and later by DWT ............................. 

i 1  Thc work was carried out on behalf of. .......... DWT and CC,, ................................................... 
1 3  The work was supervised by ............... DWT and DCC .............................................................. 

The cost of the work was paid by,,.. .... DCC subsidiscd by WBB ............................................. 
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DTA reference ......... 2 ............. 

Was any grant aid or other funding used? Ycs /-we 

The site is now managed by ................. DWT ......................................................................... 
The cost of management is paid by ..... DWT ......................................................................... 
Is there any interpretation of the work eg leaflets, lrails, boards? 
Have the rescarch / methods I techniques been applied elsewhere? 
I f  yes, at 

Yes I Ne 
Yes I No 

Is the success of the work being formally monitnred? Ycs /-we 

A [returnable] photograph of publication quality is wailable 
The nominator is prepared to obtain and send such a Ireturnahle] photograph to English 
Nature free o f  charge 

Yes I We 

Yes I Fle 

List of material attached.. ............................................................................................. 
..................................................................................... 
...................................................................................... 

Commentary on nominated project 

The scheme was originally based on  a voluntary agrecrncnt between 3 parties (DCC, DWT 
and WBB) although the situation was eventually formaliscd by a series of legal agreements. 
It illustrates a scheme which fits part of a wider strategy to safcguard wildlife interests from 
intensive mineral operations, through thc creation of new habitats to compensate for those 
which will be lost in the f'uture. It is also an example of a mineral operator foregoing the 
benefit of one site in return for another site, by way of agreed revocation. 
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David Tyldcsley anti Associatcs 
Sherwood House 

144 hnnesley Road 
1 Iucknall 

Nottingham NG I5 7DD - 




