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INTRODUCTION 1

1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Background

This Environmental Statement (ES) sets out the results of an
Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) which has been undertaken to
accompany a planning application, submitted to Rhondda Cynon Taf
County Borough Council (RCT) which seeks planning permission for:

(i) A western extension of Craig yr Hesg Quarry; and

(ii) The consolidation of the current planning permissions at Craig yr
Hesg Quarry into a single permission regulating quarrying,
restoration and ancillary operations at the overall quarry site.

A plan illustrating the location of the Craig yr Hesg Quarry including the
extension area is produced as figure 1.1.

Craig yr Hesg Quarry is a long established quarry situated on the western
side of the Taff Valley, some 1km north of the built up area of Pontypridd.
The Quarry is producing aggregate from a deposit of Pennant Sandstone,
which has properties of skid resistance and abrasion which make it
particularly suitable for road surfacing in situations where a high degree of
skid resistance is needed to minimise the risk of skidding related
accidents. These properties are measured as ‘polished stone value’
(PSV), where aggregate with a PSV of over 60 is regarded as a high skid
resistant aggregate. Material with a PSV of over 65 is needed for
particularly stressed sites such as certain sections of motorway,
interchanges, airport runways etc.

The Pennant Sandstone at Craig Yr Hesg quarry has a PSV of +68 to 70,
making it one of the highest quality sources of skid resistant surfacing
aggregate not only in South Wales, but the UK. Production at the quarry
over the last 10 years has averaged some 400,000 tonnes per annum, and
such output volumes are anticipated to continue. The products are
marketed over a relatively wide geographical area, where stone from Craig
yr Hesg has been used in major highway projects in the south east of

England, and more locally, the material has been used on recent projects
at the Porth by-pass and the Newport southern distributor road.

However, remaining reserves of sandstone at the Quarry are now limited,
and in order to provide for continuity of production and supply, the quarry
owners, Hanson UK, wish to seek planning permission for a western
extension of the quarry into land currently comprising rough grassland
used for grazing. The extension site is identified in the RCT Local
Development Plan as a ‘preferred area’ for future quarrying, where the
Plan acknowledges that the resources at the quarry “are in high demand”
ref para 6.184). The Craig yr Hesg Quarry preferred area is the only
preferred area for quarrying identified in the LDP.

The application site boundaries have been drawn to encompass the
proposed extension area and existing Craig yr Hesg Quarry as part of a
‘consolidation application’. This is designed to facilitate the issuing of a
single planning permission, covering all extraction, restoration, processing
and related operations at the Quarry. These issues are discussed further
in the accompanying Planning Application Statement (PAS) which further
explains the rationale of the planning application and its consolidation
function.

The overall development scheme, which is described in detail in Section
6.0 of the Planning Application Statement, and summarised in Chapter 3.0
of this ES makes provision for:

(i) The construction of a landscaped screening landform around the
eastern and northern boundaries of the extension area, prior to
the commencement of extraction within the extension area;

(i)  The construction of a soil screen bund along the western
boundary of the quarry, again prior to the commencement of
extraction;

(i) The phased extraction of some 10m tonnes of Pennant
Sandstone from the extension area;
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INTRODUCTION 1

(iv) The use of existing processing plant, ancillary plant and
infrastructure to process the reserves from the extension area
and the remaining reserves at the existing quarry; and

(v)  An overall restoration scheme for the existing quarry and
extension area designed to facilitate landscape amenity and
nature conservation afteruses.

1.2 The Application Site

As noted above, the application site boundary has been drawn to
encompass the permitted area of Craig yr Hesg Quarry, and the proposed
north-west extension site. The total area of the planning permission
boundary of the current Craig yr Hesg Quarry is 28.27 hectares. Certain
areas of the original planning permission boundary are no longer part of
the quarry operational area and have been excluded from the boundary of
the current application. The boundary of the current consolidation and
extension application defined by a red line on plan ref CYH/E2 is 36.7
hectares in extent, of which the western extension area comprises 11.24
hectares. Within the extension area, the net quarry extraction area
defined by a dashed green line on plan ref CYH/E2 is 5.52 hectares. The
northern screening landform within the extension area, shown as B1 on
plan ref CYH/E4 would occupy an area of 2.1 hectares. The total area of
land currently in the control of Hanson, and defined by a blue line on plan
ref CYH/E2 is 38.08 hectares.

Craig yr Hesg quarry is situated on the western side of the Taff Valley,
some 1km north of the built up area of Pontypridd. The village of
Glyncoch lies beyond the northern boundary of the quarry. Locally, the
quarry is bounded to the north by the Glyncoch football ground and
clubhouse; to the northwest by grazing land which comprises the proposed
extension area; to the west and southwest by the prominent wooded
ridgeline of Coed Craig Yr Hesg, which overlooks the town of Pontypridd;
and to the east by a narrow corridor of woodland between the site and the
B4273 Ynysybwl Road.

The quarry processing plant in the eastern area of the site comprises a
crushing and screening plant. The main quarry area lies to the west, with
a series of quarry faces and benches which are being developed in a

general north-westerly direction within the limits of the planning
permission. Additional permitted reserves lie within land between the
processing plant and main quarry void. This area currently contains
stockpiles of processed fine aggregate, but following the relocation of
those stocks, the area will be quarried as part of the approved
development scheme.

The western extension area comprises grazing land with some pockets
and linear strips of rougher vegetation. A number of intermittent dry stone
walls are present but they are generally in poor states of repair. The area
rises to a gentle dome to the north west of the current quarry, and then
falls gently to the east and north, with steeper slopes to the west down to
Darren Ddu Road.

1.3  Planning and EIA Context

The most recent planning permission for quarrying was granted in August
1993. The planning permission (reference 56/86/0827) was accompanied
by a Section 106 legal agreement which, inter alia, provided for the
relinquishment of the right to quarry and remove vegetation from a defined
area of land to the south of the quarry (thereby protecting the integrity of
the Craig Yr Hesg ridgeline above Pontypridd).

The Environment Act 1995 makes provision for quarrying planning
permissions to be reviewed on a 15 year cycle to allow the planning
conditions which regulate operations to be updated and modernised. An
Environment Act Review application was duly submitted to RCT in 2010
which was designed to update and modernise the planning conditions
regulating operations at the Quarry. The application was accompanied by
an EIA / Environmental Statement (ES), a series of updated quarry
development plans, and a restoration strategy.

The ES comprehensively addressed the environmental and amenity
issues associated with the permitted ongoing quarry operation and related
activities, and provided a context for the preparation of a detailed schedule
of modern planning conditions which will control operations for the 15 year
Review period.
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