Dear Salford City Council

Application by William Sinclairs to continue extracting Peat from Chat Moss

Applications 10/58824/FULEIA  10/58825/FULEIA  and 10/58826/FULEIA. 


I am writing to register an objection to the above three Planning Applications which comprise an application to continue extracting peat at Chat Moss near Irlam.

The reasons for my objection are as follows:

1) Peat extraction results in the destruction of threatened lowland mossland habitat.  99% of the mosslands in the northwest of England have been lost in the last 100 years and now only small fragments remain.  These should be conserved and restored so far as possible, as was clearly intended when planning permission was originally granted in July 1994 and August 1998. Those consents required peat extraction to cease by the end of 2010 and for restoration plans to be implemented. 

2) A mossland in good condition is home to a great variety of plant and animal species, including water voles, dragonflies, moths and butterflies, nightjars, peat forming plants such as sphagnum moss and other bog plants such as bog myrtle.  Continued peat extraction will prevent the establishment of these species, many of which are rare or threatened.

3) Many of these species are included in the Greater Manchester Biodiversity Action Plan, and Lowland Raised Bogs are included in the UK national BAP.  Both plans include targets to save and restore threatened bogs.  Giving permission to continued extraction would run entirely counter to these plans.

4) The neighbouring site at 12 Yards Road was leased to Salford City Council as part of a Section 106 Agreement dated 8th February 1999.  This site has been managed for nature conservation on behalf of the Council by Lancashire Wildlife Trust and is recovering well as a result.  Continued extraction of peat on the adjacent extraction site, especially to lower levels, will have an adverse impact on the 12 Yards Road site by drying it out, and thus making it difficult to promote proper bog vegetation and threatening the population of water voles on the site.

5) Peat consists of approximately 50% carbon.  Extraction of peat will result in loss of that carbon as it will rapidly be oxidised to carbon dioxide when used in horticulture.  Also, bare peat is an emitter of carbon dioxide, as oxygen gets into the drained peat and oxidises it in situ.  The net result is damaging emissions which worsen the problem of climate change.

A mossland in good condition however will remove carbon dioxide from the atmosphere, and is therefore helpful to climate change.  Rather than allow continued extraction with the consequent adverse consequences for carbon emissions, I urge the Council to reject the application and instead enforce restoration plans to active sphagnum bog.  The net result would be a very substantial reduction in carbon emissions.

6) Peat extraction is incompatible with the Mosslands Vision to which the Council was a signatory.  The area of the Mosslands Vision is centred on Chat Moss and surrounding areas.

7) The development is clearly contrary to the Draft Core Strategy which states in Policy GB3 “Additional peat extraction will not be permitted within Chat Moss”

8) The development is clearly contrary to the intentions of government guidance given in Planning Policy Statement 1 (PPS1) especially the supplement dated 17th December 2007 which makes clear that climate change is such a serious problem that PPS1 over-rides any other planning statement in its emphasis on climate change. 

9) The government has set targets to reduce the use of peat in horticulture by 90% by 2010.  Allowing a development of this sort would be directly contrary to those targets.  More recently, Hilary Benn announced that all horticultural composts should be peat free by 2020.

10) There are plenty of viable alternatives to peat. Indeed William Sinclairs, the applicants, are the major suppliers of one of the best peat free composts on the market (New Horizon Multipurpose Compost) recently found in a Gardening Which Report (March 2010) to be one of the top three best performing composts.  (The worst performing compost coincidentally had the highest proportion of peat).

In summary, I believe that this development is unnecessary, and would be extremely damaging to the environment.  Furthermore, it runs contrary to both local and national policies.  I urge the Council to reject the application and to encourage the applicants to put their energies into the development of environmentally friendly alternatives, which they are clearly very capable of doing.  I also urge the Council to ensure that the requirements in the existing permission for producing and subsequently implementing a suitable restoration plan for the site are fully and competently carried out as soon as possible.  In my view this should clearly stipulate restoration to active sphagnum bog.

Yours sincerely

XXXX

