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Dear Mr Haggin,
 
Application ref: 4/17/9007 - Development of a new underground metallurgical coal mine and
associated development […] a new underground coal conveyor to connect the coal processing
buildings with the coal loading facility.
 
I am writing on behalf of West Cumbria & North Lakes Friends of the Earth. We supported the
FoE England Wales & Northern Ireland objection to the previous proposal and spoke to it at the
Cumbria County Council meeting on March 19th 2019.
 
We continue to object to the above proposal. Our members and supporters are not only
dismayed at the prospect of a new Coal Mine in the UK being dug in West Cumbria, but that this
will be a 50 year project, far beyond the UK's stated intentions to phase out coal earlier.
 
We neither deny the need for steel (which is not the same as the need for coking coal), nor do
we deny the need for jobs in the Whitehaven area. But the integrity of our planet must come
first. Other ways of producing steel are under development by the industry, and more
sustainable jobs would be created in a Green Recovery. A planet that is under increased stress
from C02 emissions will not provide an environment where such work will be worth doing, and
the fruits of it will be of little worth too. We must maintain our obligations under UK law to bring
down C02 emissions, and this proposal contradicts them.
 
As per the letter you have received from Friends of the Earth England Wales & Northern Ireland,
 
We note the changes made by the applicant, but our concerns raised in previous
correspondence remain:
 

Contrary to the Cumbria Minerals and Waste Plan

Conflicts with the NPPF 2018

Incompatibility with recent government announcements and consultations on coal phase-out.

 

We wish to raise two further concerns.
 

Production substitution
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Justification of need

 

1              Production substitution
WCM claim that the new mine would not add to global coal supply. This has most recently been
asserted in a report for the applicant by Dr Neil J Bristow[1]. Cumbria CC has accepted this,
describing the proposed mine as “carbon neutral” on the basis that any new coal production in
Cumbria would be balanced by an equal drop in coal production elsewhere in the world.
Professor Paul Ekins, an internationally-renowned resource economist from University College
London, has refuted this argument with reference to the proposal by HJ Banks to extend its
Bradley opencast mine in Durham, a proposal known as Bradley West. Professor Ekins has
written:

“The claim that global GHG emissions would be unaffected by the consumption of coal
mined at Bradley (and by extension Bradley West) because these simply “substitute” for
emissions from coal that would be produced elsewhere relies on the premise that an
increase in production at the Bradley mine would lead to a corresponding (and
equivalent) decrease in coal production elsewhere in the world, or that a mine of
equivalent size would close.
Not to beat about the bush, this argument is economic nonsense… World demand
for coal, or for the products it is used to produce, is not fixed, and putting new supply on
the market will reduce the price and increase that demand”. (our emphasis)[2]

The same principle applies to the WCM proposal. There is no reason to believe that any coal
capacity elsewhere in the world will close if the WCM mine opens. Instead, it will add to global
coal supply.
 
2              Justification of need
We do not believe that a clear need for metallurgical coal for 50 years has been shown. We
would contend that Cumbria CC must establish that there is a need for coking coal for this
period before granting permission.
A need for steel is not the same as a need for coal. In WCM’s rebuttal of the Green Alliance
report, it is claimed that “the ability to achieve coal-free steel production is most unlikely to be
realised in the 50 year lifespan proposed for the Mine” (paragraph 2.18., page 31) and that
alternatives to using coal for steel production “are not currently scalable, nor commercially
viable, and whilst research into such methods is ongoing, the development is expected to take a
number of decades” (paragraph 4.4, page 32).
However global-scale steel producer SSAB (based in Sweden and Finland) is aiming to use
hydrogen to produce fossil-free steel from iron ore for commercial production by 2026[3] – this is
nine years earlier than planned, indicating that development is, if anything, speeding up.
 
As explained in our previous submission, we consider this proposal to be contrary to the NPPF
paragraph 211 since the purported benefits do not in our view clearly outweigh impacts (taking
all relevant matters into account, including residual impact).
 
We urge you to refuse this application.
 
Yours sincerely,
 
 
 
Dr Ruth Balogh
Co-ordinator
West Cumbria & North Lakes Friends of the Earth
foe-wcumbria@hotmail.co.uk

[1]West Cumbria Mining, April 2020, ‘WCM Response to Green Alliance report’
 



[2]https://www.coalaction.org.uk/2020/04/paul-ekins-coal-company-greenwash
 

[3]https://renewablesnow.com/news/ssab-plans-fossil-free-steel-products-launch-in-2026-685427/
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