
Informative to 2nd Gloucestershire LAA 

In line with Government guidance it is intended that revised LAAs are provided in line 
with the completion of the Annual Minerals Survey.  Therefore the Second LAA was 
published to incorporate sales data for 2012.  The Second LAA supports the site 
options and draft policy framework consultation.  Like the first LAA this version has 
been informed by similar sources of information including targeted stakeholder 
consultation and some of the matters raised here have been incorporated into the 
final version. 

With regards the South West Aggregates Working Party (SWAWP) response 
attached below items 1, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 9 have been amended. Items 2, 7 and 11 are 
not amended as the matters are already contained in the second LAA. Point 8 is 
noted for next LAA. Item 10 is partly contained in the LAA, the first LAA baseline and 
the Duty to Co-operate evidence paper also covers this point. I tem 12 raises a 
number of issues but the most fundamental is that industry need to provide evidence 
to make the case that the MLP will need to make provision to plan for more than the 
quantities identified in the second LAA.  In this respect the industry are encouraged 
to engage through the MLP consultation.  With regard to the inactive sand and gravel 
sites these form part of the landbank and the assumption is that these will contribute 
in the plan period. 

The Second LAA also takes into account information raised through 4 other 
responses made through key stakeholder engagement. Worcestershire County 
Council support the LAA and Somerset County Council raise a few minor comments 
which are also incorporated in the SWAWP response and all taken into account.  
The Marine Management Organisation response clarifies their role.  The 
Wiltshire/Swindon council's response was on the whole supportive of the County 
Council approach and the second LAA is not amended in relation to that response 
although some of the matters raised are considered through other parts of the MLP 
evidence base within the site options and draft policy framework consultation 

 

SW AWP response to Gloucestershire 2nd LAA 
 
 Further to the SWAWP meeting on the 19th May the following comments are submitted 
by SWAWP in response to the Gloucestershire LAA .  
1. The numbering of sections/ figures in the Contents page should be amended to tie in 
with the actual content and there are two section 9's in the report.  
2. It might be helpful to separate sand and gravel from crushed rock throughout the LAA.  
3. It would be helpful to quote the year when mentioning other LAAs e.g. in Table 2.1.  
4. The wording of E.6 implies that there’s been a marked drop in S&G gravel sales in 
2012. Saying it’s just under 1mtpa throughout the period is arguably not reflected in the 
average. Suggest clarify language.  
5. Update (the next?) LAA to reflect the new NPPG web-based portal e.g. footnote on 
p5.  
6. References to the former “Avon” area e.g. in para 2.2. should perhaps be changed as 
it’s now an old geographical reference.  
7. Mention might be made of the role of local minerals planning policy in section 7.  



8. As a general comment – perhaps for the next iteration - the LAA feels quite text 
heavy. Key points could be clearer if it were a bit shorter/more focused.  
9. Typo - missing space before Gloucestershire in para 4.6 third line.  
10. As regards future supplies from Gloucestershire, other relevant information as 
referred to in the NPPF (Para 145), in addition to the 10 year sales average, and 
perhaps more consultation with neighbouring authorities to ascertain their supply 
proposals should also be considered in order to provide robust and detailed options for 
supplies from Gloucestershire.  
11. The potential implications of major development projects such as Hinkley C should 
be considered.  
12. Some industry members feel that there is also a general need to produce more 

material from Gloucestershire, a consequence of which is that some inactive sand and 

gravel sites in Gloucestershire may be brought on stream in the near future. If this 

happens the MPA may have to provide for the release of more mineral resources than 

the LAA, as drafted, will enable. 


