
LAWP London Aggregates Working Party 

Technical Secretary:  Richard Read BA. MRTPI   

Address:  c/o Strategic Planning, Hampshire County Council, First Floor, EII Court West, The 
Castle, Winchester, SO23 8UD 

Tel: 07786977547 Email: readplanning@btinternet.com 

  
Minutes of the meeting of LAWP held on 8 January 2016 at GLA City Hall. 
 
Present 
 
Richard Linton Chairman – Greater London Authority (GLA)  

Richard Read  Secretary   

Peter Heath GLA David Payne Mineral products 
Association (MPA) 

Melissa Spriggs  LAWP Secretariat/ 

Hampshire CC 

Mark Russell MPA/British Marine 
Aggregate Products 
Association (BMAPA) 

Brianne Stolper Hillingdon LB Eamon Mythen DCLG 

Ewan Coke Redbridge LB James Trimmer Port of Landon 
Authority (PLA) 

Tom McCarthy Havering LB Tony Cook SEEAWP/East 
Sussex CC 

Chris Smith Hounslow LB   

Simon Treacy Tarmac   

Joel Morris Hanson   

                                                                      
 
1 Welcome & Apologies 

1.1 The Chairman welcomed everyone and the new Technical Secretary, Richard Read. 
Apologies were received from Michael Atkins (Bexley LB), Bob Smith (Hanson), 
Richard Ford (Brett), Nick Everington (Crown Estate) and Sue Marsh (EEAWP)   
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2 Minutes and matters arising from 27 March 2015 meeting 

2.1 The Minutes for the meeting were agreed.  

2.2 Matters Arising not dealt with under other agenda items: 

2.2.1 3.1 CS reported that the Rectory Farm application had been refused permission on 
grounds similar those recorded under the Minutes 

2.2.2 3.3 EW reported that a pre-application site meeting for the Mineral Local Plan 
designated Fairlop site had been arranged with Tarmac but this had been postponed. 
ST said the proposal was a Brett/Tarmac joint project and hoped the meeting would 
take place soon. 

2.2.3 5.1 The Chairman reported that the Inspector’s Report for the London Plan Alterations 
(relating to housing and parking standards) was received in December and would be 
published this month. The intention is that the GLA would adopt the Alterations prior to 
the Mayoral elections. No aggregate issues are involved 

 

3 Local Aggregate Assessments (LAAs)  

3.1 The Secretary introduced LAWP 16/01 which stated that only Redbridge had prepared 
a LAA for 2015. The LAA concludes that the Borough does not have any active 
quarries, rail depots, wharves, or recycling sites. However, the Local Mineral Plan is 
supportive of recycling operations and, allocates land for further quarries. It also has 
identified other land as areas of search; accordingly, the Borough has potential to meet 
the requirements of The London Plan – 100,000 tpa. However, without further LAAs it 
is difficult to conclude that London is meeting its aggregate supply requirements 

3.2 BS advised that it would be the summer before an LAA for Hillingdon could be 
prepared due to resourcing issues and focus on their Local Plan part 2. 

3.3 CS reported that Hounslow had recently adopted a plan that complies with The 
London Plan obligation and will do an updated LAA.  

3.4 TMc reported that Havering’s last LAA was undertaken in October 2014. Work on an 
update has not commenced as the Borough’s planning policy team are currently under 
pressure to produce a new Local Plan. Resource limitations mean the LAA is not 
currently given high importance.  

3.5 It was acknowledged that the delay in the Aggregate Monitoring Report 2014 (AM14) 
was an issue and PH suggested that as AM15 would be published later in the year it 
would be best to defer LAA updates until then. This was generally supported   

3.6 The Secretary suggested that not only was data availability and staff resourcing an 
issue for preparing LAAs, but data confidentiality restricted contents of reports. This 
meant individual borough LAAs had limited value. A solution would be for the London 
LAA to be broadened in scope to cover all the boroughs with Havering, Hillingdon, 
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Hounslow and Redbridge providing statements on ‘supply’ issues for inclusion in the 
report.    

3.7 EM noted that LAAs varied across England. Not all mpas did annual updates and style 
and content differed and there were cases of joint LAAs. DP remarked that London 
was a special case. In the rest of England there is an issue of regional targets, but The 
London Plan does this job in the capital. The essential characteristic of LAAs is brevity 
and clarity. TC thought that LAAs should illustrate a snapshot of demand, the 
infrastructure needed and delivery. ST noted that the MPA LAA guidance should be 
followed – a short, punchy, brief paper was required.  PH agreed that it should be no 
more that 30 pages.     

3.8 JT remarked how the Thames Tideway Tunnel, like other major projects should be 
noted. 

3.9 It was agreed a London LAA covering all boroughs, with inputs from them so that an 
overall picture of aggregate reserves and resources, and special issues could be 
included. The Secretary would provide some advice on the input from Havering, 
Hillingdon, Hounslow and Redbridge.  

 

4 Aggregate Monitoring Surveys (AM 14 &15) 

4.1 The Secretary introduced LAWP 16/02A. BGS had supplied provisional results of 
AM14 for London that indicated and increase from 2013 in sales of sand and gravel 
from the wharves - (7%) and rock imports (15%). London quarries showed a slight 
decline (-1%) and the landbank had declined to one year. Overall sales of aggregate 
(excluding rock imports to the rail depots and recycled aggregates) had increased 8%. 
Final figures will be published in the Spring – these will include imports to the rail 
depots.  

4.2 It was reported that AM15 forms were about to be despatched to operators for 
completion by the end of February. The absence of a survey of rail depots as part of 
AM14 was considered a problem. Though the national collation for AM14 will show 
imports to London it will not be possible to estimate how much material left the rail 
depots to destinations outside the capital. This issue was resolved in the past by a 
parallel survey of rail depots undertaken by the LAWP Secretary. However, because 
the AWP contracts were not in place when the BGS commenced AM14, no 
arrangements were made to cover the depots. It is proposed that a retrospective 
survey of the depots be undertaken with AM15 to remedy this information.       

4.3 Further issue is that AM14 has not covered recycled and secondary aggregates. 
Although AM15 will survey these sites it is difficult to establish a database of activity 
and the best than can be achieved is obtaining information from the major fixed 
operations.   
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4.4 ST supported surveying rail depots. BS said she knew of one waste recycling site in 
Hillingdon but thought the London Waste Planning Forum survey might be useful 
source of information.  

The Chairman thought a discussion with waste colleagues might be helpful. TMc noted 
that recycled aggregates can often be produced at mobile (temporary) sites and 
mentioned that a current application by Inglebourne Valley Ltd to extract 1.35 million 
tonnes of sand and gravel from a site in  Wennington proposes on-site treatment of 
imported infill to remove any aggregate. DP remarked that London sales, according to 
MPA survey data of ready mixed concrete had doubled in last five years (see chart 
provided by DP at end of the Minutes). Demand for aggregates was increasing but the 
growth pattern was weak.  

JT noted that there are wharf to wharf movements of aggregates and would send data. 
ST said there was a desire to progress sites and drew attention to major construction 
projects e.g. Tottenham Football Club that included on-site extraction / processing and 
use  

To sum up the Chairman said that London’s aggregate focus would continue to be 
imports and there is an upward trend in demand but there is a continual pressure on 
facilities. 

        

 

5 DCLG Update 

5.1  EM reported that under the new Government James Walton is the Minister within 
DCLG’s ministerial team, who has responsibility for minerals and waste planning 
policy. He also drew attention to the John Rhodes task group looking at local plans and 
housing delivery, which might lead to recommendations for reform. Mineral plans are 
being looked at as part of this. The ‘red tape’ challenge regarding minerals was 
continuing and looking at wider regulatory issues. A final report will be published in due 
course. 

AM14 was progressing in accordance with the timetable and the results will be 
published in the spring.  

The Annual Mineral Raised Inquiry (AMRI) 2013 has been published and the 2014 
information is with DCLG and will be published soon. The figures are for the UK 
mainland and show an 8% increase in sand and gravel production and 19% increase in 
crushed rock.  

EM remarked that the Spending Review impacts on four minerals work streams these 
are: 

• AWPs Technical Secretariat contracts 
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• Aggregate Minerals Survey (yrl) 

• Annual Mineral Raised Inquiry, and 

• Joint Mineral Information Programme. . However, as a result of the Spending 
Review 28% savings have to be found between 2016/17 and 2019/20 and a 
decision has to be made on priorities. The AWP contracts have all been 
awarded but only financed to 31 March 2016, but to meet contractual obligations 
a decision on these continuing will be made by 12 February. All future work of 
the Aggregate Working Parties depends on this decision. (The DCLG has since 
advised that the Secretary of State has approved the continued funding of the 
Aggregate Working Parties Technical Secretariat in the first instance for the next 
FY 2016/17. In due course there will be an announcement for funding is 
subsequent years).  

 

6 South Marine Plans 

6.1 The Secretary reported that the MMO had submitted these to Government but they 
would not be published for consultation until internal procedures had been completed. 
The Plans cover the area from Dover to Exmouth. TC/JT clarified that the South East 
Inner Marine Plan includes the Thames Estuary and the programme for its preparation 
is unclear.   

MR remarked the Plans are largely an exercise in mapping the various activities. 
BMAPA are pressing for the South Plans to follow the East Marine Plans model, which 
secured marine aggregate supply.  

It was agreed that MR would send to LAWP members via the Secretary the Crown 
Estate and BMAPA relevant publications and data 

It was noted that the next meeting would receive a presentation from the MMO on 
progress on the South Marine Plans    

 

7 Date of Next Meeting 

7.1 The next meeting will be a joint LAWP/SEEAWP at 2 p.m. at The Crown Estates 
Offices, 16 Burlington Place, London on 18th March 2016. 

 

8 Any Other Business 

8.1 The Secretary asked for assistance on identifying appropriate contacts in the Boroughs 
and the industry to assist with LAWP business. The Chairman said Gerald Burgess 
(GLA) might be able to enlist the help of members of the Association of London 
Borough Planning Officers. BS further thought there were useful contacts within the 
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West London Boroughs. DP said MPA could assist. 

 

 Actions 

1 The Secretary in liaison with PH, CS, TMc, EC and BS prepare some guidance for the 
relevant boroughs to provide information on aggregate supply, reserves and resources 
for inclusion in a London wide LAA. (31/03/16) 

2 PH to update the last London LAA with assistance from the relevant boroughs and the 
Secretary once AM15 information is available (30/06/16) 

3 Chairman (via Gerald Burgess), BS and DP to assist LAWP Secretariat (MS) on 
updating contacts in the Boroughs and industry  

4 MR to supply LAWP Secretariat (at HCC) with documents on marine aggregates 
supplies 

5 All LAWP members to advise LAWP secretariat on location and operators of fixed 
aggregate recycling facilities.  

 

 

See paragraph above 4.4 
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