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system it will ensure that all comments are submitted and logged using a safe and secure method. Once the 
consultation has closed it will then enable the submitted comments to be processed and considered in an efficient 
manner. Comments submitted via email or letter will still be accepted subject to a name and email or address being 
provided, as we cannot accept anonymous comments. 
 
Once the consultation event has finished we will consider all of the responses and where appropriate these will be 
used to inform the development of a draft Minerals Local Plan. Further public consultation will then be undertaken 
on a draft minerals plan before the final Minerals Local Plan is submitted to the Secretary of State for an 
Independent Examination. A timetable for the preparation of the Minerals Local Plan can be found on the County 
Council website.  
 
Key contacts: 
 
Online: Nottinghamshire.gov.uk/minerals 
 
Email:   
 
Post: 
Planning Policy Team 
Place Department 
Nottinghamshire County Council 
County Hall 
West Bridgford 
Nottingham 
NG2 7QP 
 
 
 

The following message has been applied automatically, to promote news and information from Nottinghamshire 
County Council about events and services: 
 
Have your say on Nottinghamshire County Council services with our residents' survey. The survey only takes a few 
minutes to complete and closes 24 November 2017.  

 

Emails and any attachments from Nottinghamshire County Council are confidential. If you are not the intended 
recipient, please notify the sender immediately by replying to the email, and then delete it without making copies or 
using it in any other way. Senders and recipients of email should be aware that, under the Data Protection Act 1998 
and the Freedom of Information Act 2000, the contents may have to be disclosed in response to a request.  
 
Although any attachments to the message will have been checked for viruses before transmission, you are urged to 
carry out your own virus check before opening attachments, since the County Council accepts no responsibility for 
loss or damage caused by software viruses.  
 
Nottinghamshire County Council Legal Disclaimer.  

The Marine Management Organisation (MMO) 

The information contained in this communication is intended for the named recipient(s) only. If you have 
received this message in error,  
you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or 
taking action in reliance of the content is strictly prohibited and may 
be unlawful. 
Whilst this email and associated attachments will have been checked for known viruses whilst within MMO 
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systems, we can accept no responsibility once it has left our systems. 
Communications on the MMO's computer systems may be monitored and/or recorded to secure the effective 
operation of the system and for other lawful purposes. MG10 



 

   

 MMO Beverley 
Crosskill House 
Mill Lane 
Beverley, HU17 9JB 

T +44  
www.gov.uk/mmo 

John Wilson 
Planning Policy Team 
Place Department 
Nottinghamshire City Council 
County Hall 
West Bridgford,  
Nottingham 
NG2 7QP 

 

Our reference: ID 31 

 
18th December 2017 
 
Dear John Wilson, 
 
MMO Marine Planning response to The Nottinghamshire Minerals Local Plan Issues 
& Options consultation 
 
Thank you for giving us the opportunity to comment on the Nottinghamshire Minerals Local 
Plan. The comments provided within this letter refer to the document entitled The 
Nottinghamshire Minerals Local Plan Issues & Options Consultation. 
 
As the marine planning authority for England, the MMO is responsible for preparing marine 
plans for English inshore and offshore waters. At its landward extent the Marine Plan 
boundaries extend up to the level of the mean high water spring tides mark (which 
includes the tidal extent of any rivers), there will be an overlap with terrestrial plans which 
generally extend to the mean low water springs mark. 
 
Marine plans will inform and guide decision makers on development in marine and coastal 
area. Planning documents for areas with a coastal influence may wish to make reference 
to the MMO’s licensing requirements and any relevant marine plans to ensure the 
necessary considerations are included. For marine and coastal areas where a Marine Plan 
is not currently in place, we advise local authorities to refer to the Marine Policy Statement 
for guidance on any planning activity that includes a section of coastline or tidal river. 
 
All public authorities taking authorisation or enforcement decisions that affect or might 
affect the UK marine area must do so in accordance with the Marine and Coastal Access 
Act 2009 and any relevant adopted Marine Plan or the UK Marine Policy Statement (MPS) 
unless relevant considerations indicate otherwise. Local authorities may also wish to refer 
to our online guidance and the Planning Advisory Service soundness self-assessment 
checklist. 



I am led to believe that the River Trent, which as stated on page 8 (of the document 
highlighted above) is situated towards the east of the plan area, has a tidal extent up to 
Cromwell Lock. I would recommend the East Inshore and East Offshore Marine Plans are 
a relevant consideration in the Nottinghamshire Minerals Local Plan (East Marine Plan, 
chapter 1 section 19). Additionally the use of transportation by river barge, as referred to 
on page 20 (of the document highlighted above), should be considered and the applicable 
policies could be referenced from the marine plan. 

Policy Recommendations 

Please see below suggested policies from the East Marine Plan to be considered when 
developing your policy. These suggested policies included below have been identified 
based on the activities and categories within the document entitled above. They are 
provided only as recommendation and we would suggest your own interpretation of the 
East marine plan is completed: 

 

• CC1: Proposals should demonstrate that they have taken account of how they may: 

o Be impacted upon by, and respond to, climate change over their lifetime 

o Impact upon any climate change adaptation measures elsewhere during their 
lifetime 

Where detrimental impacts on climate change adaptation measures are 
identified, evidence should be provided as to how the proposal will reduce 
such impacts. 

• CC2: Proposals for development should minimise emissions of greenhouse gases 
as far as is appropriate. Mitigation measures will also be encouraged where 
emissions remain following minimising steps. Consideration should also be given to 
emissions from other activities or users affected by the proposal. 

• EC1: Proposals that provide economic productivity benefits which are additional to 
Gross Value Added (GVA) currently generated by existing activities should be 
supported.  

• EC2: Proposals that provide additional employment benefits should be supported, 
particularly where these benefits have the potential to meet employment needs in 
localities close to the marine plan areas. 

• BIO1: Appropriate weight should be attached to biodiversity, reflecting the need to 
protect biodiversity as a whole, taking account of the best available evidence 
including habitats and species that are protected or conservation concern in the 
East Marine Plan and adjacent areas (marine, terrestrial). 

• BIO2: Where appropriate, proposals for development should incorporate features 
that enhance biodiversity and geological interests. 



• ECO1: Cumulative impacts affecting the ecosystem of the East Marine Plans and 
adjacent areas (marine, terrestrial) should be addressed in decision-making and 
plan implementation. 

• ECO2: The risk of release of hazardous substances as a secondary effect due to 
any increased collision risk should be taken account of in proposals that require an 
authorisation. 

• FISH2: Proposals should demonstrate, in order of preference: 

a. that they will not have an adverse impact upon spawning and nursery areas and 
any associated habitat 

b. how, if there are adverse impacts upon the spawning and nursery areas and any 
associated habitat, they will minimise them 

c. how, if the adverse impacts cannot be minimised they will be mitigated 
d. the case for proceeding with their proposals if it is not possible to minimise or 

mitigate the adverse impacts. 

• GOV1: Appropriate provision should be made for infrastructure on land which 
supports activities in the marine area and vice versa. 

• GOV2: Opportunities for co-existence should be maximised wherever possible. 

• GOV3: Proposals should demonstrate in order of preference: 
a. that they will avoid displacement of other existing or authorised (but yet to be 

implemented) activities 
b. how, if there are impacts resulting in displacement by the proposal activity, they 

will minimise them 
c. how, if the impacts resulting in displacement by the proposal activity, cannot be 

minimised, they will be mitigated against 
d. the case for proceeding with the proposal if it is not possible to minimise or 

mitigate the impacts of displacement. 

• SOC2: Proposals that may affect heritage assets should demonstrate, in order of 
preference: 
a. that they will not compromise or harm elements which contribute to the 

significance of the heritage asset 
b. how, if there is compromise or harm to a heritage asset, this will be minimised 
c. how, where compromise or harm to a heritage asset cannot be minimised it will 

be mitigated against 
d. the public benefits for proceeding with the proposal if it is not possible to 

minimise or mitigate harm to the heritage asset. 






