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1

Introduction

1.1

This paper is one of a series of Mineral Topic Papers supporting the
Somerset Minerals Plan.

1.2

This paper (Minerals Topic Paper 1) focuses on aggregates in
Somerset, bringing together information on sources of aggregates in
Somerset, local geology and the key issues in maintaining a steady
and adequate supply to meet future demand.

1.3

The Paper is closely linked with the Local Aggregate Assessment and
a degree of overlap between these two documents is inevitable.
Nonetheless, it is considered worthwhile and appropriate to publish a
separate Topic Paper on Aggregates to sit alongside the other Topic
Papers prepared by the County Council informing the Minerals Plan,
also acknowledging the different aims and scopes of both documents.

1.4

For more information on the Minerals and Waste Local Development
Framework, and how this Topic Paper relates to other Topic Papers
and elements of the Council’s evidence base, please visit the website
www.somerset.gov.uk/mineralsandwaste or contact the Council’s
planning policy team (contact details at the end of this Topic Paper).
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What are aggregates?

What are the main sources of aggregates?
2.1

There are three main sources of aggregate in the UK: land-won
aggregates; marine-dredged aggregates; and recycled/secondary
aggregates.

2.2

Land-won aggregates (often referred to as natural or primary
aggregates) are extracted directly from the ground in quarries or pits.
Most construction aggregates are produced by crushing rock sourced
from hard, strong rock formations (to produce crushed rock aggregate)
or from naturally occurring particulate deposits such as sand and
gravel. The most important geological sources of crushed rock in
Britain are limestone, igneous rock and sandstone. Sand and gravel
can either be land-won or marine-dredged.

2.3

Marine-dredged aggregates comprise sand and gravel dredged from
the sea floor in licensed areas of the UK continental shelf. The
extraction of aggregates from offshore deposits has played a key role
in contributing to the needs of the construction industry over several
decades. Marine aggregates account for about 20 per cent of total
sand and gravel supply in England and Wales.1

2.4

Secondary aggregates are usually defined as aggregates obtained as a
by-product of other quarrying or mining operations (for example china
clay waste or slate waste) or as a by-product of industrial processes
(for example blast furnace /steel slag and coal ash). The term
“secondary” can also be used to refer to mineral that is produced as an
ancillary activity to the primary product, though this usage is not
consistent across industry (which can give rise to difficulties in
collecting reliable data on secondary aggregate production).

2.5

Recycled aggregates can come from various sources including the
demolition or construction of buildings and structures, or from civil
engineering works. The production of recycled aggregate usually
requires mobile or fixed equipment to process what might otherwise be
inert waste, generating aggregate that is often used for less demanding
applications such as construction fill. Higher quality recycled aggregate
can be deployed in other markets, sometimes blended with primary
aggregate (depending on the quality and nature of the product).

1

BGS, The strategic importance of the marine aggregate industry to the UK, 2007
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What are the main uses of aggregates?
2.6

Aggregates are the raw materials used to make certain construction
products. They are an essential part of everyday life and can be found
in the construction and maintenance of our roads, houses, schools,
hospitals and other developments.

2.7

Aggregates are used in the production of concrete for buildings and
civil engineering structures, or as road stone in new road building, and
repair and maintenance. Smaller amounts are used in mortars and
finishes in construction, as railway track ballast and in substantial
amounts, as construction fill.

2.8

The aggregate industry is a significant part of the British economy. In
recent years, total aggregates consumption in England has been
approximately 210-220 million tonnes a year, with indigenous
production contributing more than £1 billion to the English economy
each year.2 The construction industry is reliant on quarrying. There
were 1.99 million workforce jobs in the UK construction industry in
March 2013, 6.2% of all workforce jobs.3

Supply and demand
2.9

Minerals can only be worked where they occur. This leads to significant
geographical imbalances in the occurrence of sustainable aggregate
resources and the areas where they are most needed. Consequently,
this requires large amounts of movement of aggregates within the
region and within the country as a whole.

2.10 Regional imbalances are greatest in the South East and London. Total
primary aggregate sales in the South East and London in 2009 were
approximately 17 million tonnes, where as consumption totalled
approximately 25 million tonnes.4 The imbalances were made up of
marine-dredged landings (mainly sand and gravel) and imports (mainly
crushed rock) from the South West and the East Midlands.

2

BGS, Aggregates supply in England: issues for planning, 2008
House of Commons Library, Construction industry, SN/EP/1432
4
DCLG / BGS, Collation of the Aggregate Minerals 2009 Survey for England and Wales
3
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Aggregate extraction in Somerset

3.1

Somerset has a diverse geology5, resulting in a rich supply of mineral
resources, ranging from Carboniferous limestone and Igneous Rock
(Andesite/Tuff) in the north east (in particular in the Mendip Hills), to
Devonian and Carboniferous sandstones in Exmoor National Park and
West Somerset. Budleigh Salterton Pebble Beds and limited quantities
of River Terrace deposits form the main sand and gravel resources in
the county.

Aggregate extraction in the Mendip Hills
3.2

Somerset is a nationally important supplier of crushed rock aggregates,
mostly sourced from the Lower Carboniferous limestone of the Mendip
Hills. Rock types such as Gully Oolite, Birnbeck Limestone, Vallis
Limestone, Clifton Down Limestone and Hotwells Limestone form the
broad ridge of the Mendip Hills which extends from Frome westwards
to Weston-super-Mare.

3.3

The Mendip sequence comprises a thick series of shelf-type limestones
that are divided into a number of formations. All formations of limestone
with the exception of Lower Limestone Shale provide the raw materials
for road stone, railway ballast, construction fill and concreting
aggregate.

3.4

Igneous Silurian rocks in the form of Andesite and Tuff can also be
found around the central area of the Mendip Hills. Andesite is a good
material for road surfacing since, below the zone of weathering; it is
strong, durable and resistant to polishing with a high polished stone
value (PSV).

3.5

Whilst large-scale extraction is dominated by Carboniferous limestone,
Jurassic limestones are worked on a smaller scale as building stone.

3.6

Historically quarrying on the Mendip Hills was relatively small scale,
serving only local markets for building stones and lime. It was not until
the 1920s and 1930s that quarrying in the Mendips took off, linked with
increased demand from the construction sector. Output rose from
roughly 0.5 million tonnes in 1919 to 2-3 million tonnes by 1931. The
quarrying industry then fluctuated over the following years until a new
peak of 12.6 million tonnes in 1973.

5

The majority of geological information presented here is sourced from British Geological
Survey’s report “Mineral Resource Information in support of National, Regional and Local
Planning: Somerset” (2005).
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3.7

The majority of Somerset’s output was exported to the South East
following the introduction of Torr Works and Whatley quarry rail links.
The construction boom in the late 1980s and 1990s saw a peak output
of 18.8 million tonnes; however, demand fell during the 2000s and at
present remains constant around 10 million tonnes per annum.

3.8

Somerset is the largest producer of crushed rock aggregate in the
south of England, and the third largest producer in the UK. Noting this,
mineral extraction is of considerable economic importance in Somerset,
providing direct and indirect employment and expenditure.

3.9

Approximately 1,400 people were employed by quarrying in the
Mendips in 2009 whilst approximately £160 million was spent in
association with the winning, working and processing of crushed rock
into aggregates and the production of associated products within the
Mendip Hills.6 It is envisaged that further work will be undertaken by
Somerset County Council to review the benefits of the minerals
industry to the Somerset economy, responding to feedback from
Members (in particular from Somerset County Council’s Scrutiny for
Policies and Place Committee).

Sand and gravel resources
3.10 Sand and gravel resources occur in various geological environments.
These resources can occur in bedrock deposits and superficial or ‘drift’
deposits, which can be subdivided into river terrace deposits, suballuvial gravel deposits and blown sand deposits.7
Bedrock Deposits
3.11 The Lower Triassic Budleigh Salterton Pebble Beds form the bedrock
at the southern end of Somerset. The pebble beds are a mix of grey
and pink Carboniferous Limestone, purple Devonian Sandstone and
Vein quartz. The formation is currently worked for sand and gravel at
Hanson’s Whiteball operation on the Somerset / Devon border.
Superficial Deposits
3.12 In Somerset, the BGS note that superficial deposits are generally
limited. The Somerset Levels contain extensive, but relatively thin
deposits of sub-alluvial gravels and river terrace gravels beneath
floodplain alluvium. The deposits are below sea level and of variable
thickness; it is considered that working these reserves is economically
unviable. They are currently not worked in Somerset.

6

Brian Perry, MQP, Employment and Financial Benefits of Quarrying on the Mendips
25/01/2011
7
As previously noted, geological information is largely sourced from the BGS report: “Mineral
Resource Information in support of National, Regional and Local Planning: Somerset” (2005).
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3.13 River terrace deposits represent the eroded remnants of formerly more
extensive, relatively gravel-rich alluvium deposits laid down by rivers.
The deposits include varying quantities of Devonian Sandstone, flint,
chert, slate and quartz together with sand and occasionally silt and
clay. Reliable information on the exact distribution and thickness of
these deposits in Somerset is hard to ascertain. In the Taunton area it
is believed that such deposits are between 1.5 metres and 2.7 metres
thick. There is little information covering other areas of the county.
3.14 Sub-alluvial gravels are generally similar in composition to river terrace
gravels and in Somerset are generally between 0.5 - 2 metres thick.
They occur within the floodplain of the River Parrett and the River
Tone, through Bridgwater and Taunton respectively, and in the east of
the county (following the course of the River Brue) - though these are
considered to be too thin and unsuitable for aggregate use.

Somerset’s quarries
3.15 There are nine active crushed rock aggregate quarries in Somerset and
six inactive sites (see Table 1).
3.16 In addition to the large aggregate quarries, some of Somerset’s sixteen
active building stone quarries have the potential capacity to produce
small amounts of aggregates. However, these sites are unlikely to
significantly contribute to aggregate supply as their stone is more
valuable as a local building material maintaining the local historic
environment.
3.17 Whiteball quarry crosses the Somerset and Devon border and is the
only active land-won sand and gravel producer in Somerset.
3.18 Table 1 provides a summary of basic details for the active and inactive
aggregate quarries in Somerset, including four stone quarries that have
the potential to supply small amounts of crushed rock aggregate. The
data (particularly on permitted output) highlight the significance of
Somerset’s aggregate industry as a whole. Information on dormant
sites is included later in this Topic Paper.
3.19 Figures 1(a) and 1(b) show the location of the identified crushed rock
aggregate sites in Somerset. The map shows the majority of the
aggregate industry is focused in the Mendip Hills, with a particular
concentration around the East Mendips.
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Table 1: Somerset’s permitted aggregate quarries (2013)
Status

Quarry

Operator

Mineral

Active

Battscombe

Hanson Quarry
Products
Europe Ltd.

Carboniferous
Limestone

Callow Rock

Aggregate
Industries UK
Ltd.

Carboniferous
Limestone

1.3 million

Cannington
Park
Castle Hill

Castle Hill
Quarry
company Ltd.

Carboniferous
Limestone

190,000
combined
output

Gurney Slade

Morris and
Perry Ltd.

Carboniferous
Limestone

2.0 million

Halecombe

Lafarge Tarmac Carboniferous
Ltd.
Limestone

1.0 million

Moons Hill

John
Wainwright and
Company Ltd.

Igneous
Silurian
Andesite

Unlimited

Torr Works

Aggregate
Industries UK
Ltd.

Carboniferous
Limestone

8.0 million

Whatley

Hanson Quarry
Products
Europe Ltd.

Carboniferous
Limestone

8.0 million
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Permitted
Annual Output
(tonnes)
1.3 million

Table 1 (continued): Somerset’s permitted aggregate quarries
Inactive

Holwell /
Colemans

Aggregate
Industries

Limestone

930,000

Lime Kiln Hill

The Trustees of
the Viscount
Asquith's 1999
Settlement
Trust

Limestone

Not conditioned

Shipham Hill

Aggregate
Industries
Mr F Morland

Limestone

2,500

Limestone

35,000

Kilbride
Properties Ltd
Alford
Technologies

Limestone

240,000

Limestone

60,000

Stoke Lane
Dulcote
Westbury

Sand and Gravel
Active

Whiteball

Hanson

Sand and
Gravel

Castle Cary

R Comer

Oolitic
Limestone

2,500

Doulting

C Keevil

Jurassic
Limestone

2,500

Tout

R England

Jurassic
Limestone

2,400

West Cranmore

S Wolff

Jurassic
Limestone

3,000

Building Stone
Active
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Figure 1 (a) Crushed rock aggregate workings in Sedgemoor

Figure 1 (b): Crushed rock aggregate workings in East Mendip
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Crushed rock: supply and demand

4.1

As stated earlier in this Topic Paper:
•

minerals can only be worked where they occur;

•

Somerset’s geology is diverse. The county provides a significant
amount of aggregates to the construction industry in both local and
national markets; and

•

there are significant disparities between the location of suitable
sources of aggregate and where such resources are most needed.

4.2

The imbalances of supply and demand are met through a co-ordinated
approach known as the Managed Aggregate Supply System (MASS).
MASS is founded on the premise that areas which have adequate
resources of aggregates should make an appropriate contribution to
national as well as local supply.

4.3

Central government publish guidance on MASS, which helps to inform
local minerals planning policy8; and in turn local minerals planning
policy helps the County Council (as Minerals Planning Authority) and
the minerals industry to maintain a steady and adequate supply, whilst
balancing the environmental and social impacts of mineral extraction
and associated works.

Aggregate supply
4.4

Historically the MASS has been driven primarily by a series of national
and sub-national guidelines which set the aggregate apportionment for
each area.

4.5

The coalition government have introduced significant changes to the
planning system. The Government recognises the need to maintain the
fundamental principles behind MASS. As part of the localism reforms it
considers appropriate levels of aggregate extraction can be determined
locally, lead by the relevant Mineral Planning Authority – which for
Somerset is Somerset County Council.

4.6

Robust evidence is needed to underpin a more localised approach to
planning for a steady and adequate supply. A key part of such
evidence, as stated in the National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF)9, is the ‘Local Aggregate Assessment’ (LAA).

8
9

DCLG, Guidance on the Managed Aggregates Supply System, October 2012
DCLG. National Planning Policy Framework. March 2012. Paragraph 145.
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4.7

Each Mineral Planning Authority is required to prepare an assessment
of the demand for and supply of aggregates in their plan area (the
LAA), providing a forecast for the demand of aggregates based on a
rolling 10 year average and any other relevant information.

4.8

As stated in the Somerset’s Preferred Options paper10, future provision
for crushed rock in Somerset will be informed by the Somerset LAA,
which takes account of feedback from the South West Aggregates
Working Party (SW AWP).

4.9

The AWP is an advisory group comprising of Mineral Planning
Authorities, central government and representatives from the aggregate
industry. AWPs provide advice about the supply and demand for
aggregates to the Secretary of State for the department of
Communities and Local Government, Local Government and Mineral
Planning Authorities. AWPs also undertake annual monitoring of
aggregates production by type, use and the level of permitted reserves,
allowing for annual consumption to be calculated. Somerset is part of
the South West Aggregates Working Party (SW AWP).

4.10 LAAs are informed by data collected on an annual basis by the relevant
Mineral Planning Authority and AWP. The data collected by each
Mineral Planning Authority in the south west has historically been
presented in the SW AWP annual report
4.11 Somerset County Council’s first LAA will be issued alongside this
Paper, following consultation with the SW AWP and other interested
parties. The following section includes selected content from
Somerset’s first LAA.
Information from the Local Aggregate Assessment
4.12 The first Somerset LAA presents Somerset’s crushed rock sales from
2002-2011. The figures are shown in Table 2 and Figure 2 overleaf. As
shown in Table 2, average sales of Somerset crushed rock over the
identified 10 year period equals 10.81 million tonnes.
4.13 The NPPF requires each Mineral Planning Authority to calculate its
level of provision based on a rolling average of 10 years sales data and
other relevant local information.
4.14 Somerset’s first LAA concludes there are no significant local reasons or
supply restrictions why Somerset cannot achieve the level of provision
based on the average of 10 year sales (10.81 million tonnes per year).
This figure will be updated annually to take into account of the rolling
10 year average sales and any other relevant local information.

10

Somerset County Council, Minerals Plan: Preferred Options, January 2013.
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4.15 This level of supply acknowledges the role that county plays in
supplying national as well as local markets. Based on Somerset’s
permitted reserves of 451 million tonnes, this approach yields an
estimated time remaining for the landbank of 41.72 years.
Figure 2: Sales of Crushed Rock in Somerset 2002-2011

Sales of Crushed Rock in Somerset, 2002-2011
14
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Table 2: Crushed Rock sales in Somerset 2002-2011 (million tonnes)
Year
2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011
Average

Sales (million tonnes)
11.34
11.67
9.81
11.22
11.9
12.38
10.46
9.71
9.62
10.05
10.81
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4.16 Somerset exports to markets across the south of England. Table 3
provides more information on these movements. Approximately 40% of
Somerset’s crushed rock is exported to the south east of England,
whilst 32% is exported to London and 22% stays within the South
West.
4.17 Somerset’s position as a nationally important supplier – in particular to
London and the South East – has evolved over time, linked with the
major imbalance between the location of suitable aggregate resources
and the demand for that material, coupled with the rail links between
Whatley and Torr Works quarries and the South East.
4.18 Imports of crushed rock into Somerset are limited with 93% of
consumption being produced within the county. Devon and North
Somerset provide the largest proportion of imports, providing between
1-5 % of the total sales; these imports primarily serve local markets.
Small amounts of imports also come from other South West and South
Wales authorities.
Table 3: Crushed Rock Exports (2009)
Region

Origin

South West

Gloucestershire

Export amount
(tonnes)
15,773

Dorset

394,679

Devon

46,893

Cornwall

1915

Avon

108,623

Wiltshire

687,872

Hampshire

652,836

West Sussex

299,475

Surrey

207,890

Oxfordshire

24,976

Kent

217,679

East Sussex

125,554

Berkshire

726,259

Hertfordshire

35,926

Essex

338,770

Other

498

South East

East

London

1,870,517

Wales

382

Total

5,756,517
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Landbank
4.19 It is important for the County Council to monitor the county’s crushed
rock landbank, and use the data available to inform implementation of
the Managed Aggregate Supply System.
4.20 Annual updating of Somerset’s LAA will provide the latest information
on the landbank and level of provision going forward. The LAA allows
Somerset County Council to monitor crushed rock supply.
4.21 The landbank is already substantial. Somerset is the largest aggregate
producer in the south of England.
4.22 It takes time and significant investment to develop a new quarry, or
even an extension, and so long term planning is essential to ensure
continued supply.
4.23 Noting this, it is appropriate for Somerset to consider an approach to
the landbank period for crushed rock that is longer than the 10 year
minimum required by the NPPF, recognising the significance and
number of aggregate producers in Somerset and offering industry
sufficient time to respond to changes in market demand and enhance
the efficiency of operations. The Preferred Options of the Somerset
Minerals Plan proposed a 15 year landbank in policy SMP1 from the
middle of the plan period (2022).
Preferred Policy SMP1: Crushed rock supply and lankbank
For the plan period Somerset will seek to maintain a sufficient crushed rock
supply based on the rolling 10 years sales data to maintain a 15 year
landbank of permitted reserves from the middle of the plan period.

4.24 Responses to the policy SMP1 in the Preferred Options consultation
were mixed. 50% of those responding to the relevant question in the
online questionnaire supported the proposed policy (20 respondents)
and 50% did not support the policy (20 respondents). Some considered
that a 15 year landbank was too long; others stressed the importance
of Somerset maintaining a landbank that is bigger than the norm. Some
consultees questioned why the proposed policy sought to maintain a
landbank from the middle of the plan period and not throughout the
period (thus ensuring a minimum of 15 years at the end of the plan).
Another comment questioned what approach will be taken by Somerset
as Mineral Planning Authority if the landbank dropped below 15 years.
It is important that the Somerset Minerals Plan provides clarity on the
approach taken.
4.25 A separate landbank for andesite (a particular type of crushed rock see paragraph 7) is not maintained because there are likely to be
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confidentiality issues with identifying a landbank to which a limited
number of quarries can contribute. Furthermore it is noted that the
National Planning Policy Framework refers to “aggregates” in its
definition of minerals of local and national importance (rather than a
specific type of aggregate), the local landbank for crushed rock is
already in excess, and it will be difficult to establish and monitor
specific reserves for this mineral type.
Planning policy on crushed rock extraction
4.26 Planning policy on crushed rock extraction in Somerset must take
account of a range of factors. Whilst the current landbank is
substantial, policy guidance from DCLG indicates that an excessive
landbank is not an adequate reason to prevent the granting of new
planning permissions unless there are other objections that are not
outweighed by the benefits of the proposal.11
4.27 The County Council’s planning policy must therefore provide a suitable
mechanism for considering new proposals from industry, thus ensuring
that the benefits and adverse impacts of the proposal are fully
considered.
4.28 Preferred Policy SMP2 from the Preferred Options is shown below.

Preferred Policy SMP2: Proposals for the Extraction of Crushed Rock
Planning permission for new permitted reserves in Somerset for the
extraction of crushed rock will be granted if the applicant demonstrates that:
a) there is a need for the specified mineral type that cannot be met from
another more sustainable permitted source;
OR
b) without significantly increasing the size of the landbank the proposal will
deliver demonstrable long-term benefits to the local community and/or
local environment;
And for both a and b
c) the proposal includes adequate measures to mitigate adverse impacts on
the environment and local community or, as a last resort, proportionately
compensate for or offset such impacts.

11

DCLG, Guidance on the Managed Aggregates Supply System (para 26), October 2012
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4.29

The approach proposed in the Preferred Options was informed by an
independent study12 commissioned by Somerset County Council which
identified three aggregate quarries in Somerset as strategically
significant: Moons Hill, Whatley and Torr Works. Moons Hill is the only
active quarry in Somerset producing skid resistant stone with a
relatively high polished stone value (PSV) and Torr Works and Whatley
are two of the nine rail-linked quarries currently in England that can
supply in excess of 1 million tonnes per annum.

4.30 Criterion (a) in policy SMP2 was proposed to provide a degree of
additional clarity for sites that perform, or seek to perform, a strategic
role in aggregates supply from the most sustainable permitted source.13
However, in isolation, the policy support provided by criterion (a) has
the potential to focus development on only a few sites, since not all
proposals will be able to demonstrate how they adhere to this criterion.
4.31 The County Council is mindful of the importance of healthy competition
in the market place and this should be reflected in its planning policy. If
a large proportion of the landbank is tied to only a few sites and
competition is stifled, this could result in adverse environmental and
social impacts including loss of jobs, the sterilisation of other viable
future reserves, and impacts focused on only a few areas. The NPPF
reinforces this point, stating that Mineral Planning Authorities should
ensure that large landbanks bound up in very few sites do not stifle
competition14.
4.32 Thus, criterion (b) in policy SMP2 considered a wide range of factors,
referring to the scale of increase to the permitted reserves that is
proposed and the scope for local benefits to be delivered via the
proposed development. In determining what is a significant increase in
landbank, the Preferred Options proposed using rolling 10 year
average sales data. Thus, anything greater than the 10 year sales
average at the time of the application would be regarded as significant.
4.33 The Preferred Options tried to pin down what was meant by benefits to
the local community and/or environment. For example, a demonstrable
local benefit could include continued employment or reduction of
quarrying impact (through improvements to access, relocation of plant,
better control of working methods, reduction in road transport, or an
improved restoration scheme). Additional benefits which could be
considered (if local benefits cannot be demonstrated) might include
contributions to local environmental projects, the maintenance of public
footpaths through operator owned land, or revocation of dormant
mineral permissions unlikely to be worked in the foreseeable future.

12

Land Use Consultants, Strategic Sites Assessment, 2010
This would not imply automatic approval, since the applicant would still have to
demonstrate adherence to the policy as a whole and other policies in the Development Plan
14
National Planning Policy Framework paragraph 145
13
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4.34 Complementing both criteria (a) and (b) in Preferred Policy SMP2, was
reference to adequate measures in the proposal to mitigate against
adverse impacts on the environment and local community or, as a last
resort, proportionately compensate for or offset such impacts.
4.35 Reaction to policy SMP2 in the Preferred Options consultation was
mixed. Issues arising related in particular to: the need for assessing the
sustainability of supply options; how the landbank is used; and benefits
from the proposal.
4.36 Whilst a majority of respondents to the online questionnaire supported
the proposed policy, some industry representatives questioned how
they could justify their proposed supply as the most sustainable option
without assessing all other potential sources of material which may not
be feasible.
4.37 Some questioned how the landbank was being used in criterion (b),
indicating that an increase in landbank should not be seen as an
adverse consequence, and the landbank itself does not control the
amount of material quarried. Stone is extracted on demand. More
broadly, it was questioned whether this reference to landbank could be
in conflict with national policy, where such wording (extrapolating from
related policy in the Minerals Local Plan adopted 2004) could be used
as a reason to refuse planning permission.
4.38 The justification of using the 10 year sales figure to support significant
demand was also questioned, with a view that the figure is arbitrary.
4.39 A question was asked about how the County Council would respond to
several individual applications coming forward that provide local
benefits, but cumulatively ‘significantly’ increase the landbank.
4.40 Set in this context, the County Council must carefully consider whether
the policy should refer to landbank, informed by reference to the NPPF
and DCLG guidance on the Managed Aggregates Supply System. The
policy needs to be considered as a whole, reviewing the different
elements of the policy and establishing what will provide the most
suitable mechanism for reviewing potential applications.
4.41 Focusing on benefits, some respondents expressed concerns about
some of the terms used in the policy, for example, several respondents
suggested deletion of the phrase “long-term” in criterion (b) and several
respondents were concerned by the implication of referring to
compensation as an acceptable mechanism for granting development.
This will also need further consideration in shaping final policy.
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5

Sand and gravel

A joint approach
5.1

As stated earlier this Topic Paper, the sand and gravel resources
available in Somerset are limited; and the sand and gravel
apportionment for the county has historically been shared with that of
Devon and Cornwall.

5.2

Somerset only has one active sand and gravel site, the ‘Whiteball’
processing plant operated by Hanson. The Whiteball operations extend
beyond the Somerset border into Devon and supply aggregate to both
counties.

5.3

Whilst the processing plant for the site is on the Somerset side of the
border, Somerset has not supplied any sand and gravel in the past 10
years (or at most very minor quantities) as the production at Whiteball
has been supplied by extraction on Devon’s side of the site – most
recently from the Town Farm site. Consequently Somerset does not
have a 10 year average that can inform future supply from Somerset.

5.4

As previously stated in this Topic Paper, the collation government have
introduced various changes to the planning system. Through the new
”Duty to Cooperate” Local Authorities are now required by law to
engage constructively and actively on an on going basis on planning
matters that impact on one or more local authority areas.
Consequently, it is vital that Somerset County Council continues to
work jointly with Devon County Council to maintain continued provision
on a sub-regional basis.

Developments at Whiteball
5.5

The Whiteball operations have played an important role in contributing
to local supply and in meeting the historic shared sand and gravel
apportionment with Devon and Cornwall.

5.6

In recent years, nearly all extraction of sand and gravel for Whiteball
has taken place within Devon, most recently at Town Farm where
planning permission was grated in 2010 for an extension with an
anticipated lifespan of 10 years.

5.7

Somerset currently has one active permission permitting extraction of
gravel from the site opposite Greenham Road (part of the Whiteball
operations) until the year 2010. Somerset County Council is currently
dealing with an application to extend this permission for an additional
10 years to 2020. Extraction from this site will take place (subject to
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planning permission being granted) when the improvement works are
made to Greenham Lane.
5.8

Recognising the importance of the Whiteball operations and
neighbouring resource to local supply, Policy SMP3 in the Preferred
Options refers to the Area of Search and Preferred Area around the
Whiteball operations acknowledging the potential for development at
this location and supporting future supply.

5.9

At the time of preparing this Topic Paper, this approach had been
agreed informally by officers with Devon County Council and is
supported by Devon County Council in their response to the Somerset
Minerals Preferred Options consultation (subject to certain additional
comments). It is expected that this agreement will be more formally
acknowledged as part of the plan preparation process.

5.10 It is noted that Devon County Council’s LAA identifies a sand and
gravel landbank of 15 years, which exceeds the seven year minimum
required by the NPPF.15 Landbank for sand and gravel will need to be
kept under review in discussion with Devon County Council, noting that
the landbank gravel does not extend to the end of the Plan Period
(2030 for Somerset or 2031 for Devon).

Preferred Policy SMP3: Shared Sand and Gravel Reserves
Somerset County Council will retain the Areas of Search and Preferred Area
around Whiteball to contribute towards sand and gravel supply in
conjunction with Devon County Council.
Planning Permission for the extraction of sand and/or gravel in Somerset
which is outside the retained Area of Search and Preferred Areas will be
granted permission if the applicant demonstrates that:
a) there is a market for the proposal linked with an identified shortfall in the
Somerset and Devon area;
and
b) all reasonable and realistic alternatives have been considered;
and
c) the proposed development will, in particular, be in accordance with the
Development Management policies.

15

http://www.devon.gov.uk/devon_laa_final_2-3.pdf
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5.11

The Preferred Area and Area of Search are shown in Figure 3 below.

Figure 3: Sand and gravel: Preferred Area and Area of Search

Imports of sand and gravel
5.12 Somerset’s Local Aggregate Assessment assesses the imports and
exports of aggregates for Somerset based on information presented in
the 2009 Aggregate Mineral Survey (AMS)16.
5.13 Table 4 summarises the imports of land-won sand and gravel into
Somerset. It shows the majority of Somerset’s sand and gravel imports
come from other authorities in the South West supplemented by
smaller supplies from the South East. Dorset is the single largest
provider of sand and gravel, whilst Devon and Gloucestershire also
make a significant contribution.

16

DCLG, Aggregate Mineral Survey 2009, available at:
https://www.gov.uk/government/publications/aggregate-minerals-survey-for-england-andwales-2009-results
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Table 4: Sand and Gravel Imports
Region

Origin

South
West

Gloucestershire

Import amount
(tonnes)
<10% (40,000)

Dorset

65% (290,000)

Devon

<10% (40,000)

Cornwall

0

Avon

0

Wiltshire

<5% (20,000)

Hampshire

<1%

West Sussex

<5% (20,000)

Surrey

<1%

Oxfordshire

<5% (20,000)

South
East

Other

<1%

Total

378,000

5.14

Dorset’s current sand and gravel landbank based on a 10 year sales
figures is 11.1 years. The main exports into Somerset come from river
terrace / plateau in the north west of the county, mainly Chard Junction.
The Dorset LAA identifies that there will be a need to identify new sand
and gravel sites or at least 936 million tonnes and will seek to split this
between river terrace and Poole reserves.

5.15

The Bournemouth, Dorset & Poole Mineral Local Plan Strategy
proposes two resource blocks in Dorset as its spatial strategy for
bringing forward new or expanded sites. In preparing its Minerals Plan,
Somerset County Council will continue to work with Dorset County
Council, discussing evolving policy in Dorset and ensuring local
markets are supplied.17

Developments outside the Area of Search
5.16 Having identified both a Preferred Area and an Area of Search in
Preferred Policy SMP3, it is important also to consider the potential for
other sites to be proposed. Whilst Somerset has limited sand and
gravel resources, the County Council must be open to this
consideration, in particular recognising the importance of maintaining
supply across the plan period to 2030.
5.17 It is noted there is the potential for sand and gravel applications to
come forward outside the recognised Preferred Area and Area of

17

http://www.dorsetforyou.com/dorset-minerals-eip
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Search and the second part of the Preferred Policy SMP3 aims to set
criteria to which such proposals should adhere.
5.18 59% of respondents to the relevant question in the online questionnaire
supported Preferred Policy SMP3 (17 respondents); however, some
expressed concerns over the power of the market, and some reflected
on the merits of restricting development to existing areas. Furthermore,
it may be considered unreasonable to seek an applicant to
demonstrate that there is a need for the development (for proposals
outside the Preferred Area and Area of Search) given Somerset’s lack
of permitted reserves for sand and gravel. Thus, the wording of this
policy is likely to require refinement.
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6

Alternative aggregates

6.1

The LAA also assess the use of alternative aggregates, these are
identified as marine-dredged sand and gravel and recycled and
secondary aggregates. Alternative sources of aggregate supply much
smaller quantities often to local markets, and obtaining accurate sales
figures proved more difficult.

6.2

Marine-dredged sand and gravel from the Bristol Channel is landed at
Dunball Wharf and 98% of the sand and gravel landed is distributed to
markets in Somerset. Sales figured for Dunball Wharf are confidential;
however, it is estimated to meet between 5-10% of Somerset’s sand
and gravel demand.

6.3

Somerset County Council as Mineral Planning Authority has
undertaken several questionnaires and desk-based research exercises
to explore the existing supply of recycled and secondary aggregates in
Somerset; however, the responses from industry have not generated a
large volume of reliable information on secondary and recycled
aggregate provision. The data obtained from recycled aggregate sites
is based on estimated averages from a small number of respondents.
The average sales for the previous 10 years are shown in Table 5
below.
Table 5: Average Recycled and Secondary Aggregate Sales 2002-2011
Year

2002
2003
2004
2005
2006
2007
2008
2009
2010
2011

6.4

Recycled Aggregate Sales
from sites with fixed plant
(tonnes)
No data
13,977
14,910
14,131
34,015
21,162
15,137
25,045
26,323
34,059

Secondary Aggregate Sales
(tonnes)
No data
38,997
39,910
40,666
42,752
55,474
56,786
116,222
128,699
27,955

The sites with fixed plant (facilities) for recycling aggregate are listed in
Table 6. The Council’s information is based on the consultation
responses received in the last 2 years and may not provide a
conclusive list of sites (this will be updated over time).
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Table 6: Fixed aggregate recycling plants in Somerset
Planning
Status

Location

Applicant

Determining
Authority

Date of
Decision

Application
number

Pending

O.S. 2000 (pt)
Colham Lane,
Cricket St
Thomas, Chard,
TA20 4BX

Mr & Mrs
A Pike

Somerset
County
Council

Pending

13/02398/C
PO

Approved

Emborough
Quarry,
Emborough,
Radstock

RM Penny

Somerset
County
Council

2008

106720/008

Approved

Rear of
Sycamore
House, Walrow,
Highbridge

JD Pope
& Sons
Ltd.

Somerset
County
Council

2006

1/12/06/006

Approved

Dunwear Depot,
Rivers Lane,
Dunwear
Bridgwater

R K Bell
Ltd.

Somerset
County
Council

1998

1/09/97/009

Approved

Land off
A359/A303 slip
road, Sparkford,
Yeovil

Mr A J
Davis

South
Somerset
District
Council

1996

96/02117/C
PO

Approved

Southwood
Waste
Management
Facility,
Southwood
Common,
Evercreech,
Shepton Mallet,
BA4 6LX

Southwoo
d Waste
Managem
ent

Somerset
County
Council

2003

054492/028
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Table 6 (continued): Fixed aggregate recycling plants in Somerset
Approved

Colemans
Quarry, Holwell

Camas
UK Ltd.

Mendip County Matter

1997

077905/012

Approved

Lower Farm,
Podimore

Podimore
recycling
Ltd (also
trades as
RW
Prince Ltd
and
Prince
Haulage)

Somerset
County
Council

2002

02/02128/C
PO

6.5

Several respondents to the Preferred Options consultation highlighted
the need to support the provision of alternative aggregates throughout
the plan period.

6.6

Several respondents stated the Vision and Objectives would be more
sustainable if the Mineral Plan took account of paragraph 6.65 of the
Sustainability Appraisal which reads: “There is a need to promote
increased use of alternative source of aggregates in order to promote
resource efficiency in the construction sector.” Other respondents
chose to comment on policies SMP1 and SMP2 relating to crushed
rock supply, stating the plan should promote the role of recycled and
secondary aggregates in reducing the need for primary aggregate
sales.

6.7

Going forward it is important that the Somerset Minerals Plan supports
provision and use of alternative aggregates; and improved data will be
an important element of this approach.
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7

Dormant sites

7.1

Dormant quarries have planning permission but do not have agreed
modern working conditions. They cannot be worked without agreeing
conditions first.

7.2

Table 7 lists the dormant crushed rock quarry sites in Somerset,
accompanied by basic details on those sites. This list has been revised
following the comments received on the Minerals Plan Preferred
Options Paper and prepared in accordance with the definition of
dormant sites as stated in Environment Act 1995.

Table 7: Dormant crushed rock quarries in Somerset
Quarry
Barnclose

Location
District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 693 478
Description: To the N of Leigh upon
Mendip

Mineral
Carboniferous
Limestone – Clifton
Down and Hotwells
Limestone

Cloford

District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 717 445
Description: 6km SW of Frome

Carboniferous
Limestone – Clifton
Down Group

Cookswood

District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 669 479
Description: 6.5km NE of Shepton Mallet

Carboniferous
Limestone – Burington
Oolite

Emborough

District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 622 508
Description: 7km N of Shepton Mallet

Carboniferous
Limestone

Highcroft

District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 619 487
Description: 4.5km N of Shepton Mallet
District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 688 461
Description: 7km NE of Shepton Mallet

Carboniferous
Limestone – Clifton
Down Limestone
Igneous- Silurian
Andesite

District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 558 455
Description: On the SE outskirts of Wells

Carboniferous
Limestone

Tadhill

Torr Hill
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Table 7 (continued): Dormant crushed rock quarries in Somerset
West
Quantoxhead/
Vinnicombe

District: West Somerset
OS grid ref: ST 113 415
Description: East of West Quantoxhead

Devonian Sandstone

Westdown

District: Mendip
OS grid ref: ST 719 461
Description: 5km SW of Frome

Carboniferous
Limestone

7.3

In the adopted Minerals Local Plan (policy M36), Somerset County
Council stated that: “Where there are extant permissions at dormant
sites which nonetheless cannot comply with the policies of this Plan or
are considered unlikely to resume working, the Mineral Planning
Authority will seek to secure their relinquishment and reclamation”.

7.4

This policy has had limited impact during the life of the Minerals Local
Plan and, exploring if more could be done, Policy SMP4 in the
Preferred Options stated a revised approach to this issue.

Preferred Policy SMP4: Dormant Sites
Any applicant that submits a planning application for minerals development
in Somerset who holds an extant planning permission for a dormant site in
Somerset shall relinquish that extant permission for that dormant site unless
the applicant can:
• demonstrate that the current landbank is low and that the new
proposal fully mitigates all adverse impacts associated with the new
permission;
OR
• demonstrate that it is feasible to resume working at that dormant site
in accordance with policies in the Somerset Minerals Plan and have
the potential to be worked again.
The following dormant sites are unlikely to be worked again:
Chelmscombe
Cloford
Cookswood
Emborough
Highcroft
Lime Kiln Hill (West)

Stoke Lane
Tadhill
Tor Hill
West Quantoxhead
Westdown
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7.5

The ‘Preferred’ policy reflected an intention for the County Council to
seek the relinquishment and reclamation of associated planning
permissions at the earliest opportunity by working with the minerals
industry, land owners, District Councils and other interested
organisations and groups. The new policy also proposed a mechanism
by which this could be delivered and made explicit in policy which sites
are considered to be dormant and unlikely to be worked again.

7.6

53% of respondents to the relevant question in the online questionnaire
(17 respondents) supported policy SMP4 in the Preferred Options;
however, its critics were concerned about whether or not the policy
could be enforced, how it was supported in law and why the County
Council did not simply pursue revocation or prohibition orders (i.e.
make more use of the legal tools available to the Mineral Planning
Authority). Furthermore, some stakeholders challenged the list of
dormant sites presented with regard to the assertion that the listed sites
are unlikely to be worked again.

7.7

Further issues for the Council to consider (with regard to the
“mechanism” proposed) include the fact that extant planning
permissions for dormant sites are not necessarily in the control of
operators seeking additional reserves at another site; and it is
important to ensure that it is proportional to link the granting of a new
permission at one site with the revocation of extant permission at a
dormant site elsewhere.

7.8

It is also noted that the wording in the ‘Preferred’ policy takes into
consideration any mineral planning application submitted to the County
Council where potentially it should only consider planning applications
that refer to additional reserves.

7.9

Finally the County Council must also consider the merits of whether or
not it should differentiate between different types of dormant site.

7.10 Given the number of concerns arisen from the public consultation
Somerset County Council sought external legal advice in relation to:
•

Confirmation of the most relevant current planning guidance and
legislation relating to the management of dormant site, including
key clauses and paragraphs;

•

Advice on whether there is an obligation to differentiate between
dormant sites that may be worked in the future and those that are
unlikely to be worked when producing a list of dormant sites; and

•

Advice on the legality and enforceability of SMP4, highlighting any
aspects of law which would frustrate the implementation of SMP4
and to recommend a course of action that would overcome any
such frustration.
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7.11

In summary, the legal advice concluded:
•

Dormant sites are dealt with in the ROMP provisions of the
Environment Act 1995. Dormant sites can not be worked without
first agreeing modern working conditions to be approved by the
MPA.

•

Current guidance on mineral permissions recognises the ability of
the MPAs to use orders under TCPA 1990, and in particular
Prohibition Orders, to prohibit working on sites that have been
dormant for some time, or to revoke planning permission under
certain circumstances and with payment of compensation as
appropriate.

•

Law and policy do not allow for the unilateral revocation or
amendment of planning permission without due process, although
developers may agree not to undertake works under a permission
(which would have to be secured in a legally binding form).

•

The requirement to produce a list of dormant sites in the 1995 Act
does not require differentiation between dormant sites that are
unlikely to resume working, and dormant sites that may resume
working. It is open to the MPA to undertake an analysis if the MPA
is considering certain sites may be candidates for service of
Prohibition Orders.

•

The wording of the policy at present is unclear in a number of
respects, in particular its use of the terms ‘relinquished’,
‘landbank’ and ‘planning permission for a dormant site’ need to be
addressed.

•

SMP4 states that the applicant will have to comply with either the
first bullet or the second bullet, this needs to be addressed as it
does not appear to be the intention.

•

The overall intention of the policy needs to be clarified as it
appears to be trying to address a number of concerns at once.
The justification for the policy provides a number of reasons for it
but it needs to be considered whether the policy is intending to:
o consolidate planning permissions in relation to a particular site;
or
o reduce and/or control the overall supply of aggregates; or
o require operators to demonstrate that it is possible to bring
forward dormant sites; or
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o to ensure that dormant sites do not come forward, and to
secure the restoration of dormant sites to address perceived
amenity concerns.
7.12

It is clear from the responses to the Preferred Options Paper, and the
legal advice obtained that Somerset County Council needs to
reconsider the policy approach taken towards dormant sites.
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8

Site restoration and afteruse

8.1

Mineral extraction is considered in planning terms as a temporary land
use, although it can last a number of years or decades. Development
which is temporary shall always have an approved restoration scheme
and an agreed end date by which this shall be implemented.

8.2

The National Planning Policy Framework 18 states that in preparing
local plans, local planning authorities should put in place policies to
ensure worked land is reclaimed at the earliest opportunity, taking
account of aviation safety, and that high quality restoration and
aftercare of mineral sites takes place, including for most agriculture
(safeguarding the long term potential best and most versatile
agricultural land and conserving soil resources), geodiversity,
biodiversity, native woodland, the historic environment and recreation.

8.3

A key issue for planning policy to consider is how should each
aggregate site be restored? Should this be on a site-by-site basis
considering locally distinctive issues or should it take a broader
approach based on meeting certain criteria?

8.4

Preferred Policy SMP5: Restoration and After-use in the Preferred
Options of the Somerset Minerals Plan outlined the Council’s proposed
approach to aggregate site restoration and after-use.

8.5

Issues arising are explored further in Topic Paper 5.19

Preferred Policy SMP5: Restoration and After-use
Restoration and after-use proposals for aggregate sites should seek to
contribute to and enhance the local environment by minimising impacts on
and providing net gains for habitats, biodiversity, geodiversity, landscapes
and communities and providing gains that improve the resilience of
ecological networks. Proposals should demonstrate how the listed criteria
have been met.

18
19

The National Planning Policy Framework (paragraph 143)
Topic Paper available at www.somerset.gov.uk/mineralsandwaste
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8.6

The majority (67%) of the respondents to the relevant question in the
ptions online questionnaire (26 respondents) were in support of
Preferred Policy SMP5; however, some questioned whether the range
of aims in this policy were realistic and achievable; and some
respondents sought greater focus on environmental and ecological
restoration schemes, above other potential after-uses. There may be
scope for a broader approach to reclamation in the Somerset Minerals
Plan, acknowledging common themes between restoring different types
of mineral site.

35

9.

Protection of water resources

9.1

Aggregates quarrying can have significant impacts on the environment
and local communities. The Somerset Minerals Plan will need to
consider this holistically, ranging from potential impacts linked with
local amenity (such as noise and vibration) to the traffic impacts due to
minerals transport.

9.2

To ensure this Topic Paper remains well focused, it will not review all
potential impacts of quarrying. However, it is considered particularly
important to recognise the potential for quarrying to impact on
groundwater resources, acknowledging the importance of the water
resources in the Mendips for public water supply, local agriculture
supply and that deep quarrying activity occurs in this area.

9.3.

Consequently it is important for planning policy to consider how to
ensure aggregate workings do not significantly impact the natural water
resources and liaise as appropriate with other key regulators, namely
the Environment Agency.

Reviewing potential impacts
9.4

There are two main water resources to consider in this context: surface
water and groundwater, both of which are essential parts of water cycle
that help to maintain life on earth.

9.5

Surface water includes ponds, lakes, drainage ditches, streams, rivers
and the sea. Groundwater is the water below the surface, held in and
moving through soils and rocks. The term ‘water table’ is used to
describe the depth below which rock is totally saturated with
groundwater.

9.6

There is potential for quarrying to have a significant impact on water
resources in three main ways: changes to the groundwater
characteristics, changes in surface water characteristics; and
contamination of surface water and/or groundwater.

9.7

The carboniferous limestone that is quarried in the Mendip Hills is an
important aquifer, meaning that it stores groundwater in a way that can
be extracted. In the Mendips the potential for quarrying to cause
damage to the water environment is probably greater than other
locations in the UK. This uniquely sensitive situation arises for a
number of reasons:
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•

The Mendip limestone aquifer constitutes an important public water
source to Bristol and a large surrounding area extending as far
south as Burnham-on-Sea, Street, Shepton Mallet and Frome.

•

The geological source is smaller in extent than other quarried
limestone deposits and yet it is the most intensively worked
resource of its type.

•

Much of the quarrying is carried out below the water table which
necessitates dewatering of the limestone, a consequential lowering
of the natural water table and a need discharge high volumes of
water into local river systems.

•

The East Mendips are not protected by AONB/National Park status
unlike many of the other limestone uplands in Britain.

Informing planning policy
9.8

In balancing the need to protect water interests against balancing the
need for materials which the Mendip quarries provide, the preferred
approach taken by the Mineral Planning Authority is to adopt a
precautionary one, similar to that of the adopted Mineral Local Plan
(Policy M38). The new policy included in the Preferred Options is
shown below.

Preferred Policy SMP6: Aggregate Working and Water Resources
Proposals for the extraction of crushed rock from below the water table will
only be permitted if:
• they do not cause significant harm to the water environment or other
water interests;
• monitoring will ensure early warning is given of any potentially
unacceptable level of derogation and the applicant will be responsible
for taking the necessary remedial action before the effects of
derogation become irreversible;
• the applicant can secure acceptable alternative sources of water;
• the applicant is able to provide satisfactory information on the likely
characteristics of the final water body; and
• the applicant accepts as part of the remedial measures that extraction
under the permission may have to be suspended or cease
permanently.
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9.9

61% of the respondents to the relevant question in the online
questionnaire (21 respondents) were in support of Preferred Policy
SM6.20 Those who did not support the policy suggested strengthening
the wording to insure no significant harm is caused, and several
stakeholders emphasised the importance of effective monitoring. The
importance of the Bath Hot Springs as a water resource was noted by
some respondents. Related to this, other comments received
suggested this policy was unnecessary as it duplicates work of the
Environment Agency.

9.10 In reviewing the Council’s approach, it is important to consider whether
the above matter is solely of strategic interest for aggregates
development; or whether the issues were broader to cover other types
of minerals development (and thus perhaps be integrated with the
Development Management policy on protection of water resources). In
particular the protection of water resources is also an important
consideration regarding the extraction of energy minerals.

20

There is potential for this figure to be distorted by the number of people raising concern
over the impact of ‘fracking’ on the local water resources.
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Accessibility
This document is also available in Braille, large print, on tape and on disc and we can
translate it into different languages. We can provide a member of staff to discuss the
details
Arabic

Bengali

Cantonese

Portuguse

Estes documentos também se encontram disponíveis em Braille, letras grandes,
fita ou disco e podem ser traduzidos para Português.
Polish
Ten dokument jest także dostępny w wersji Braille’a, pisany dużym drukiem, na kasecie
lub dysku kompaktowym i może być przetłumaczony na język polski.
Spanish
Estos documentos también se consiguen en braille, letra grande, cinta o disco, y se
pueden traducir al español.
Tagalog
Ang dokumentong ito ay may bersiyong naka-Braille, malalaki ang mga letra,
naka tape o disk. Maaari kaming magbigay ng ibang pagsasalin kung kailangan.
Turkish

‘Working together for equalities’
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This document has been prepared by Somerset County Council.
© Somerset County Council
Copies of this document are available from:
Somerset County Council
County Hall
Taunton
Somerset
TA1 4DY
Tel: 0845 345 9188
Email: mineralsandwaste@somerset.gov.uk

Text is available in large format on request
For further details of the Somerset Minerals and Waste Development Framework, and to view and download this
and other documents, please visit our website.

www.somerset.gov.uk/mineralsandwaste
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