
 

 

 

BRADLEY SURFACE MINE 
VIRTUAL LIAISON COMMITTEE MEETING 

 
Held on Wednesday 30 September 2020 at 6.30pm  

Via Microsoft Teams 

 

M I N U T E S 
  
PRESENT: Cllr Alan Shield (Chair) Durham County Council (DCC)
 Jamie Drysdale Banks Group 
 Derek English Medomsley Ward Partnership 
 Steven Hanlon Banks Group 
 Christine Hogarth Banks Group 

 Cllr Ivan Jewell Durham County Council 
 Michael Jones Dipton Resident 

 Jill Lomax Banks Group 
 Andy Plant Leadgate Partnership 
 Lewis Stokes Banks Group 
 Claire Teasdale Durham County Council Planning 
 Belinda Wardle Resident 
   
APOLOGIES: Colin Bell Medomsley Residents Assoc 
 Idris Glozier Banks Group 
 Barney Pilgrim Banks Group   
 Brenda Surtees  Resident 
 Mike Tweddle Durham County Council 
  
      
 ACTION  

1 Minutes of Previous Meeting 

1.1 The Minutes were a true and accurate record of the meeting. 

1.2 Matters Arising; 

a) AP1 – Complete. Legal Agreement in place. 

b) AP2 – Complete. Info sent to D Marrs. 

c) AP3 – Complete. Visit carried out. 

d) AP4 – Complete. New Insp D Stewart added to 
group. 

e) AP5 – Complete.  

f) AP6 – Complete.   
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2 Environmental Presentation 

2.1 C Hogarth delivered the environmental presentation. This 
can also be viewed and downloaded at 
www.banksgroup.co.uk/bradley.  

2.2 Key points from the presentation include; 

a) The site is working in accordance with the specified 
noise and dust limits and in compliance with the 
planning conditions.  

b) Three complaints had been received by Banks since 
the last meeting, all relating to noise. Following 
investigation, it was found that the site was operating 
within the agreed noise limits.  

c) Blasting ceased in May. 

2.3 C Hogarth added that Durham County Council (DCC) had 
been notified of the temporary noise limit that had been 
applied as from 10 September as soil restoration took place.   
B Wardle asked if they were used?   C Hogarth confirmed 
that the higher noise limit was used on 11 September.  

3 Site Update from Banks Mining 

3.1 J Drysdale delivered the presentation on site progress. Key 
points include; 

a) Coal extraction finished mid-August in line with the 
planning permission. 

b) Restoration work well underway with regular visits 
from DCC monitoring officer. 

c) Overburden mounds will be worked on over the 
winter months. 

d) New Monday – Thursday working week but with the 
option to reinstate Friday working if required. 

e) Restoration work complete April / May 2021 with final 
demobilisation of the site by around June 2021 but 
dependent on favourable weather conditions. 

f) J Drysdale said there were some new drone images 
taken this week and L Stokes could upload to the 
website. J Drysdale to send L Stokes the images. AP1 J Drysdale  

3.2 Highways 

a) Range – 17 August 2018 to 6 September 2020 
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b) Total HGV Movements (In & Out) 23,896 (22,874 - 
Coal & 1022 - Other) 

c) Distance covered on approved route – 262,856 Miles 

d) Dispatched Coal – circa. 320,236 tonnes  

e) No. of road traffic accidents – Zero 

f) DVSA Enforcements – Zero 

g) No of issues raised – One 

h) Circa 4,000 tonnes of coal still stored on site but will 
be transported by end of October. 

3.3 B Wardle asked if hours had been cut, could Banks be sure 
that the restoration would be complete on time. J Drysdale 
advised that restoration would be complete on time.  

4 Planning 

4.1 J Lomax advised the group that the site is working to all 
agreed planning conditions and there was not much to 
update on from a planning perspective from the last meeting.  

4.2 C Teasdale commented that M Tweddle regularly visits the 
site to monitor soil replacement on top of the scheduled 
visits to the site.  The last scheduled visit to the site had been 
in August.  She welcomed that it was intended that the site 
be restored earlier and that sure residents would be pleased. 

4.3 A Shield asked if a stone pick would be done on the site.  
J Lomax confirmed a mechanical stone pick would be done 
on site at an agreed time. 

4.4 B Wardle asked if a site visit could take place for residents. 
L Stokes agreed to raise this with the Banks project team 
and would report back. AP2 L Stokes  

4.5 B Wardle commented that a meeting between High Stables 
residents and Mike Tweddle was beneficial and could they 
do one with Banks present. L Stokes replied that they had 
agreed to attend that meeting, but one resident had asked 
Banks not attend. B Wardle said that some residents didn’t 
like Banks and wanted M Tweddle to be able to speak freely 
without Banks being present.  

4.6 I Jewell asked B Wardle what her concerns are with regards 
to the restoration. B Wardle wanted to ensure Banks were 
held to account and would complete the restoration even if 
they went into liquidation. L Stokes answered that a bond is 
in place for restoration and aftercare however Banks have 
proudly worked then restored every one of their sites and 
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Bradley would be the same. Several Banks sites have won 
awards including the Oakenshaw site in Willington.  

5 Policing 

5.1 As stated in 1.2d Insp D Stewart is the new Inspector for the 
area. 

6 Bradley Surface Mine Community Fund 

6.1 L Stokes gave an update on the Bradley Surface Coal Mine 
Community Fund. Key points include 

a) £32,720.37 contributed. 

b) £25,238 awarded (plus additional monies from 
Banks Community main Fund). 

c) £6,972.32 last instalment made to DCC on 25/6 

d) £ £7,482.37 remaining for allocation.  

6.2 L Stokes added that Banks have contributed an 
additional £14,700 through their general Banks 
Community Fund to supplement the Bradley Fund since 
early 2019. 

6.3 B Wardle raised that the money in the community fund is 
significantly lower than previously mentioned. L Stokes 
relayed that the S106 for the Bradley project included 
wording that the community fund is directly linked to coal 
extraction (10p/tonne) and that is what will be paid. The 
Bradley West fund was a payment unconnected to coal 
extracted and would have been a payment of £48,000 
directly into the fund regardless of the amount of coal being 
extracted. 

6.4 Cllr Shield also asked if there was going to be another 
payment and it was said that there would be at the end of 
the year.  It was said that there were applications pending 
and that there wasn’t enough money in the fund at the 
moment and that the fund was now closed to applications.  
Cllr Shield also mentioned that three villages were identified 
as been priority areas for the fund: Leadgate, Dipton and 
Medomsley however Leadgate had received nothing from 
the Bradley Fund (although had received money from the 
general fund). A Shield added that he would propose that 
the remaining funds in the Bradley Fund should be 
prioritised for applications from Leadgate. L Stokes 
commented that groups that had submitted applications 
should not be penalised for this. A discussion was held LS 
stated that everyone has had the same opportunities and 
that people should not be penalised for being proactive and 
submitting applications.  Cllr Jewel agreed and to change 
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rules now would it less equal.  Then it was agreed to discuss 
this outside of the liaison meeting. AP3 CFC 
 Members 

7 Questions Raised by Local Residents 

7.1 B Wardle raised the following points (response in red): 

a) There are a lot of gorse bushes in the field behind 
us, which easily gets out of control. There is also a 
high possibility that they will easily spread to the area 
of restoration. Are there any plans in place to keep 
them under control? And if so, what? Or do Banks 
not consider that this will be a problem? 
 
We assume this question relates to the land north-
west of High Stables. This will form part of the Gifted 
Land and will be managed by a conservation body in 
due course. Gorse was a feature in the landscape 
before mining operations commenced however and 
should any re-establish in time it would not be out of 
keeping with this. 

b) There is a concern that, if Banks don’t explore their 
other means of income, that they could go into 
liquidation. Can you confirm that the money held by 
Durham County Council would cover restoration 
costs and that Banks will be able to complete 
restoration even if the liquidators are called in. If they 
can’t continue with restoration, then who will? 
 
The bond held by Durham County Council is 
designed to cover the full cost of restoration including 
organisation of suitable contractors to undertake the 
work. 
 

c) Can you confirm that Banks have enough funds to 
complete the three restorations that will be running 
simultaneously with each other?  

The cost of restoration is factored into every mining 
project from the outset. It is fully accounted for in the 
various project budgets. 

d) Have Banks chosen the company who will take over 
in relation to the aftercare of the gifted land? If so, 
who is it? If Banks haven’t chosen, can you confirm 
who is in the running? If Banks are unable to answer 
this question, when do they envisage being able to 
provide this information? What is the latest date that 
we would possibly find out who it is? Also, will the 
aftercare and ownership of the gifted land be the 
responsibility of the same person(s) OR will 
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someone be gifted the land, and another be in 
charge of aftercare? 

Banks has had discussions with potential 
wildlife/conservation bodies in relation to the Gifted 
Land but are not in a position to confirm who will take 
it on yet. The land must be transferred within two 
years of completion of restoration in accordance with 
the Section 106. The body that receives the Gifted 
Land will be responsible for aftercare of this land 
from the time it takes it on. 

e) What will happen to the field immediately behind 
Douglass Terrace? Will it be handed back to the 
farmer or will it remain under the ownership of 
Banks?   
 
It will remain in the control of Banks.   

f) Is there plans/any information regarding the ponds 
that form part of the gifted land. Will they be looked 
after as they can easily get silted up, choked with 
grass and reeds? Or will it be left to chance due to 
the fact that no aftercare plans are in place?  
 
As part of the Gifted Land area, Billingside Ponds will 
be subject to extended aftercare which will include 
monitoring of vegetation and management if 
required.  

g) It is noted that some minor amendments have been 
submitted and approved in relation to the restoration 
plans. Would it be possible to make a slight 
amendment to the restoration plans to include the 
return of the pond that Banks destroyed?   
 
*[L Stokes added that this was in the opinion of the 
author]. There is strong evidence that it is trying to 
come back and it would be easy just to let it return. 
Taking into consideration how much controversy it 
caused at the time, we think that a gesture of this 
nature would provide some positive publicity for 
Banks. If it isn’t possible to let it return, what plans 
are in place to stop that area from reverting to its 
natural pond state?  
 
As outlined at previous liaison meetings, the area 
where Brooms Pond was previously situated is 
intended to go back to agriculture. This principle has 
been established since before Banks took on the 
site. Once the perimeter topsoil mounds next to the 
A692 are removed the land will drain freely.  
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h) How likely is it that Banks will apply for further 
amendments? Do they have any plans to apply and 
if so what for? 

There are currently no plans to apply for further 
amendments. 

i) What has happened to the community fund? Has all 
the available money now been donated? 

No, a final payment will be made when the last of the 
coal has been transported from site. 

j) Who counted the tonnage of coal that has been 
removed from the site and what was the final figure? 
It seems to be a lot lower than originally estimated. 
Is there a reason for that?   
 
We are not yet able to provide a final figure as not all 
the coal has been removed from the stocking yard 
and weighed. Any variation in the final figure from the 
total maximum consented tonnage is due to old 
workings affecting coal recovery. Also discussed 
during previous Agenda item.  

k) Regarding the public footpaths/rights of way over the 
site. Will they be made up of gravel, like the one 
that’s already been made or will it be a mix of 
materials? How soon after the end of the restoration 
next year will they be open to the public?     
 
Footpaths will not be hard surfaced but will be grass, 
to reflect the nature of the footpath routes before the 
site was worked. The planning documents require 
public footpaths to be completed within 24 months of 
the completion of restoration/ commencement of 
aftercare.  

l) Is there any chance of having a wildflower and/or 
meadow area as part of restoration? If not, is there a 
reason for this?  

The approved Restoration Plan already includes 
areas of species rich grassland/hay meadows. 

m) Are Banks pushing for other sites? Are there any 
new applications anticipated? If you can’t tell us the 
location(s) can you confirm yes or no? 

We cannot comment on the forward programme of 
sites. 
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n) What is the relationship between Hargreaves and 
Banks? Banks wagons have been spotted coming 
and going from the Hargreaves site.  

This question / issue does not relate to operations at 
Bradley. 

8 Any Other Business 

8.1 A Plant asked if a restoration Plan could be included as a 
download on the Bradley webpage. L Stokes acknowledged 
this request previously made by A Plant and apologised for 
this not being uploaded sooner. L Stokes agreed to upload 
this with the Minutes of this meeting. AP4 LS  

8.2 B Wardle asked why the existing path is gravel. J Lomax 
replied that the new path north of High Stables is surfaced 
with stone as it goes through the woodland area and needs 
to be more durable.  

8.3 B Wardle commented that she felt L Stokes makes snide 
comments and remarks when speaking to residents at High 
Stables and gave the example of L Stokes saying “in their 
opinion” earlier in the meeting. L Stokes asked the group if 
anybody felt that was the case and nobody agreed. 

8.4 A Shield asked if the last instalment of the Bradley 
Community Fund would be made in December and L Stokes 
said he thought that would be the case as the last of the coal 
would be removed from Bradley in October (confirmed by S 
Hanlon). A Shield commented that the Banks Fund Manager 
had suggested a funding meeting in January 2021 and the 
group felt this would be a good idea. 

9 Date & Time of Next Meeting 

9.1 The next meeting will be held on Wednesday, 13 January  
2021 at 6.30pm via Microsoft Teams. 

 
  
Minuted by Lewis Stokes 
30 September 2020 
 
Prepared by R Dowson  
2 October 2020 


