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Ref  NA/3355/M096/P 
 
 
Mrs D Wigfield – Team Leader 
Solihull Metropolitan Borough Council 
Council House 
Manor Street 
Solihull 
B91 3QB 
 
23rd October 2018 
  
Dear Mr Wigfield, 
 
RE: PLANNING APPLICATION PL/2018/02524/MWMAJ 

RESPONSE TO OBJECTION FROM MERIDEN PARISH COUNCIL 
 
I refer to the letter of objection dated 15th October from Meriden Parish Council in response to the 
application for a lateral extension to Meriden Quarry. Some of the issues raised are concerns following a 
third party advising that the quarry had been taken over by NRS, on which I will comment below. 
However, as you will appreciate, planning law dictates that the application should be considered on its 
merits in the context of the development plan and given that any planning permission will ‘run with the 
land’ the ownership and/or operating company is not in itself a reason to refuse or withhold planning 
consent.  
 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, I appreciate that the news will be of concern to the Parish Council and 
wider community and I met the Parish Council representatives on Tuesday (23rd October) to explain the 
rationale behind the intention. I can confirm that discussions are ongoing with regards to a proposed 
transfer of the quarry from Tarmac to NRS, however it is important to note that these discussions remain 
subject to (i) formal Tarmac Board Approval; and (ii) CRH (parent company) Approval. Subject to these 
approvals, the timeframe for completion of the legal documentation is the calendar year end, although the 
intention is for NRS to commence occupation effectively as a contractor to Tarmac from 1st November 
2018.  For the avoidance of doubt, NRS will be taking an assignment of the leases and agreements 
covering the Harworth and Packington land (with ownership remaining in those companies). Similarly, the 
intention is for NRS to take the benefit of the existing Option over the Banana Field, which will result in 
NRS acquiring the freehold interest in the minerals, but importantly, the surface interest remains with 
Berkswell Estate. I should also record that the proposed transfer does not include either of the RMX 
plants or the DSM plant, which will all be retained by Tarmac and will have the benefit of a separate 
supply agreement between NRS and Tarmac to ensure continued supply of material to those plants from 
the quarry. 
 
Turning now to the specific points raised, I would advise as follows; 

1) Following discussions with the County Archaeologist, a scheme of pre-determination 
archaeological investigations has been agreed and is currently being undertaken. 

2) Tarmac do hold a water abstraction licence as required under the Environmental Permitting 
Regulations, but this is for consumptive uses including washing and concrete manufacture. Until 
the new quarry dewatering regulations came in to force earlier this year, dewatering of quarries 
was an exempt activity for which no licence was required. Going forwards, quarries will require 
either a water transfer licence or full licence depending on the individual circumstances and this 
will form part of a formal application either at the outset or within the transitional period post 



 

 

determination of the planning application. I note that the Environment Agency have already 
considered the application as statutory consultee and have raised no objections. 

3) I can confirm that the bunds identified for visual and acoustic protection will be constructed using 
on site top and sub soils only. The western boundary will be protected by an acoustic fence rather 
than a bund due to the proximity to existing overhead power cables. There is no requirement for 
any importation of soils to provide screening or acoustic attenuation and as such no permit will be 
required. Conditions can be imposed to this effect in the event of a positive outcome to this 
application. 

4) NRS understand the concerns of the Parish Council are are currently considering options to 
replace the existing conveyor arrangement. In the event that they decide to convey the mineral 
back to the plant site by alternative means (dump truck) they will need to consider whether a 
formal variation to the existing permission will be required, 

5) Pre-supposing a positive outcome to this application, planning conditions can be imposed both in 
terms of total volume and timeframe to adequately control this point. 

6) Irrespective of the operator, any operation must comply with the conditions imposed on any 
Licence or Permit to operate and it is for the issuing authority to ensure compliance. 

7) The existing wheelwash will remain on site and transfer to NRS. 
8) Pre-supposing a positive outcome to this application, I would anticipate the planning conditions 

can adequately control this point. 
9) Pre-supposing a positive outcome to this application, I would anticipate the planning conditions 

can adequately control this point. 
10) The application does not provide for any processing plant to be located within the Banana Field 

and planning conditions can adequately control this point. Whilst NRS has indicated a future 
intention to replace the existing quarry processing plant within the existing plant site area, this is 
outside of the red line boundary of this application site and NRS will need to consider whether 
their intentions can be completed under the General Permitted Development Order or whether a 
variation to the previous permission will be required. 

11) I am not sure I understand the conflict that the Parish Council are referring to. In summary, on 
site soils will be placed in bunds around the site, with the exception of the western boundary 
which is constrained by overhead power lines. A 3m acoustic fence is proposed in this location to 
protect the amenity of the neighbouring property. Pre-supposing a positive outcome to this 
application, I would anticipate the planning conditions can adequately control this point. 

12) This application is not seeking an increase in traffic movements over and above the existing 
traffic movements associated with the quarry and as such will have no adverse impact on the 
existing traffic volumes. I accept the Parish Council’s concern that the site has not operated at full 
capacity in the past, however this is market driven and previous applications that have impacted 
on vehicle numbers have always considered the anticipated worst case scenario.  

13) Pre-supposing a positive outcome to this application, I would anticipate the planning conditions 
can adequately control this point. 

 
 
The remainder of the letter of objection relates to wider issues far beyond the current application 
boundary and it is therefore considered inappropriate for me to comment further on those matters.  
 
Should you have any further queries, please do not hesitate to contact me. 
 
Kind Regards, 

 
 
Nick Atkins 
Estates Manager 
 
Tarmac Central 
 
 


