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The Secretary of State for the Invironment
The Fouse of Commons

Vastminster

LONDON SW1

Jear Secretary of State,

gle of Belvoir

My Cliente, the Al
Hational FParmers' Union, the
Councils Committea and the Va
Group, view with increasing
which is being conduckes he YeXi d al:s
in vhich quite de : hey ) + not so0 far participated)
in anticipation your defNsion o)\ the Naticnal Coal

decision
80, it
the
d one moment longer than
only should the continuing
is gravely distressing my Cliants be
but the continuing speculation, the

also cease.

My Clients have also noted with conathrable
surprise that the claims made on behalf of the Department
of Energy at the Inquiry are being pursued without
apparent contradiction. It is my Clients' view that
following the examination which took place during the
course of the Inquiry those claims were demonstrated to
be overoptimistic and illfounded, They puggested
continuing demand at a time when all reliable pointers

CONtiesa
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indicated to a reduction in that dewand ~ a conclusion
which subsequent figures have confirmed,

I am asked to remind you that my Clients do
not claim that there is no enginearing problem that
cannot be overcome by the application of unlimited
reésources. But in the context of that obzervation, they
have noted that the Government hasg already offered the
mining industry substantial sums of money to keep open
certain older pits the anticipated closing of which was
in my Clients’ interpretation ons of the fundamental
props of the National Coal Board's case.

The dentedtniis between nesd and environmental
impact, I am asked to remind you of the following
eight issues;- “

(1) Manifestly a need must be shown and must b
shown on mores than a balance of probhbil{f?gs.
f !

The proposed development 1if permitted willl by
necessary implication cause substantial | !

environmental damage. e At 8

L
\.

Notwithstanding certain documgntation put\ \

before the Inquiry, no firs policy decisioh ayg

to how the coal industry” iz to develop beyonq

1985 and through intgthe next dentury has -
L 4 J

been taken.

f
/

N L
Mining is an extractivb\fn@usgzﬁ which first
depletes anq,u%tinapeiy“gxﬁgu%ts reserves.
The choiiz/is D ween\developing new
capacity Ox Allowi e indurtry to decline.
If the cpal is not n eded, thp’decline of the
industry/ should be pogitively encouraged,
|\ [}
(5) . dcmeit desiraofofraplace local capacity
o~ an presexvesyaluabie loeal mining skills are
quite irredevant to fhe issue of need.

In aAsserting the efficiency and economy of 2
Eolvoirffleld. the Ccal Board cannot possibly
have bnogght into aceount the enormous costs
\_0of the’ ofher works consequential upon the
“31996:;-. The coal will be very expansive

~coal-indeed.

The National Coal Board's case by 1its own
assertions seems to my Clients to be a grotesque
case, namely toc want to win the coal because

it is there without relation to any defined
markets.

.
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