
 

 

 

BRADLEY SURFACE MINE 
LIAISON COMMITTEE MEETING 

 
Held on Tuesday 24 February 2020 at 6.30pm  

in Leadgate Methodist Chapel 

 

M I N U T E S 
  
PRESENT: Cllr Alan Shield (Chair) Durham County Council   
 Colin Bell Medomsley Residents Assoc. 
 Derek English Medomsley Ward Partnership 
 Idris Glozier Banks Group 

 David Gribben Durham County Council 
 Steven Hanlon Banks Group 
 Christine Hogarth Banks Group 

 Cllr Ivan Jewell Durham County Council  
 Michael Jones Dipton Resident 

 Jill Lomax Banks Group 
 David Marrs Dipton Partnership 
 Andy Plant Leadgate Partnership 
 Lewis Stokes Banks Group 
 Michael Storey Banks Group 
 Brenda Surtees  Resident 
 Claire Teasdale Durham County Council Planning 
 Mike Tweddle Durham County Council 
 Belinda Wardle Resident  
  
APOLOGIES: Fr John Bagnall Brooms Church  
 Jamie Drysdale Banks Group 

 Jamie Gray Durham Constabulary 
  

      
 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 – Ongoing. A Shield asked if the aftercare 
agreement was now in place. C Teasdale replied that 
the details were acceptable however the necessary 
changes to the legal agreements had not been 
completed.  JL advised that the delay was with the 
solicitors but they would be agreed before the next 
meeting.  A Shield asked when this would be done, 
and all parties expected this to be imminent.  
L Stokes to notify the liaison committee when this is 
complete. AP1 LS  
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b) AP2 – Ongoing. J Lomax to arrange site visit with D 
Marrs to identify the exact location and details of the 
Victorian adit’s. AP2 JL 

c) AP3 – Complete. 13 NVQ’s and 6 apprenticeships 
on the Bradley site to date. 

d) AP4 – Complete. 

1.3 It was also noted that C Rocke had resigned from the liaison 
committee and a representative from High Stables to be 
agreed. Details to be sent to L Stokes. 

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) 24hr exceedances recorded by the dust monitors 
again related to fog and moisture conditions. 

c) Three locations have noise level conditions, and all 
are meeting the required levels. 

d) Since the last meeting, the site has not been audible 
at Pont Road. 

e) Minimal blasting been carried out since the last 
meeting and no triggers of monitoring equipment. 

f) Noise monitoring is taking place at Brooms Church 
and Low Bradley although there are no specific 
conditions for these properties. 

g) 2 complaints had been received by Banks since the 
last meeting – one for blasting relating to flags being 
left out and the second one relating to coal stocks.  
M Tweddle confirmed he had visited site the day 
after the coal stocks complaint was received and the 
problem had been resolved at that point. It was 
reiterated to the site team that the height of the coal 
stocks must be at the agreed levels. I Jewell asked 
that this problem does not reoccur. J Lomax added 
that the blasting equipment had encountered an 
issue and that is why the blast did not take place on 
the occasion that the flags were still up. 
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2.3 A Shield asked if the high winds had caused any issue 
relating to dust. C Hogarth replied that the site has been 
particularly wet over the winter months meaning dust had 
not been so much of an issue. However, dust suppression 
had still taken place some days on the haul roads to 
minimise any potential dust arising. 

2.4 B Wardle commented that their windows were very dirty, and 
their window cleaner said it is much dirtier now. B Wardle 
asked that Banks pay for their windows to be cleaned which 
L Stokes replied that this isn’t something Banks would be 
prepared to do. Also, the dust monitors show that dust is 
being managed on site. 

2.5 B Wardle asked if any of the triggers picked up by the 
monitoring equipment had in fact been caused by site 
operations or were they all due to fog and moisture.  
C Hogarth confirmed that to date site operations had not 
been the cause of any of the triggers from the real time dust 
monitors and the site is working to all the agreed monitoring 
conditions for dust, noise and vibration. 

2.6 M Tweddle commented that the higher noise levels had 
been applied for the temporary works but there had been no 
breaches on this upper noise limit. 

2.7 B Wardle asked when the continuous noise monitor was 
used to monitor the higher noise levels. C Hogarth replied 
when the cumulative noise level rises above the normal limit 
of 50db during a one-hour measurement. B Wardle asked 
why the noise form the dozer had not picked this up.  
C Hogarth replied that the noise from the dozer was 
intermittent, it did not cause the cumulative noise levels for 
the hour to go over 50dB. 

2.8 B Wardle asked when the continuous noise monitoring 
equipment was last checked as it looks as if it has moved 
with the wind. C Hogarth replied that there is an alarm if it is 
in a position where it is not working however would arrange 
to go and check the equipment next week. AP3 CH 

3 Site Update from Banks Mining 

3.1 C Hogarth delivered the presentation on site progress. Key 
points include; 

a) Currently in Cut 6 (18) in Area B 

b) Working Top Brass Thill, Bottom Brass Thill and 
Hutton seams 

c) Highways 
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d) 17,666 movements since site started (well under 
limitations) 

e) 233,940 tonnes of coal removed 

f) 194,326 miles covered 

g) One issue on 23 June due to two vehicles needing 
to follow police diversion. 

3.2 A Plant asked if the weather conditions today had caused 
any issue. S Hanlon replied that one HGV had been sent out 
at the usual time and arrived at the destination however it 
was felt that conditions would improve later in the morning 
and subsequent lorries waited until around 11am. No issues 
or problems encountered. 

4 Coal End Users 

4.1 Michael Storey, Sales and Quality Director with Banks 
Mining gave a short presentation on the types of coal 
recovered from the Bradley site and where the coal goes, 
how it gets there and what it is used for. Currently, 100% of 
the coal from Bradley is being used for UK steel production 
and that is the expected use should the Bradley West project 
secure planning permission. 

4.2 M Storey confirmed that representatives from the steelworks 
have visited site to ascertain the quality of the coal retrieved. 
Both the quality and the chemical makeup of the coal is what 
they would require. 

4.3 I Jewell commented that an argument being made by the 
protestors is about the carbon footprint of coal. L Stokes 
replied that the greenhouse gas emissions from coal 
imported from the US, Russia and Australia is up to seven 
times higher than the carbon emitted from coal which is 
mined in the UK. As the UK is reliant upon coal for UK 
industry, it makes both economic and importantly, 
environmental sense to use our indigenous coal.  LS also 
referred to the need for coal even without energy generation 
and that it is needed for steel.  He said that steel production 
was possible with hydrogen but that the industry was not 
there yet and that coal for steel would be needed for the next 
10 to 15 years.  A Shield asked how the coal is transported 
around the UK. M Storey replied that it is taken by road from 
the Shotton site to the port and then by rail to the end user. 

4.4 M Storey added that mining fireclay is also an important part 
of this as it is needed by our local brickworks too. It is found 
below the coal seams.  A Shield asked if this was going to a 
County Durham brickworks which M Storey confirmed it 
would. 
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5 Planning 

5.1 J Lomax said there was not much to update on from a 
planning perspective from the last meeting. No soils are 
being moved due to the time of year.  C Teasdale advised 
no issues to report. 

5.2 M Tweddle commented that he had received an enquiry 
about drainage from J Davison which had been answered. 

5.3 J Lomax mentioned that the site was slightly ahead of 
programme still and work was on track for completion Spring 
2021. 

5.4 B Wardle asked if Cut 25 is still the final cut and when would 
this be worked. J Lomax replied that this is still the final cut 
however soil is not stripped yet and a decision may be taken 
not to work the full extent of this cut. 

5.5 B Wardle asked if the quality of the coal from the Hutton 
seam was of poor quality as a resident had read it 
somewhere in a report. M Storey confirmed that the Hutton 
seam is high quality. 

6 Policing 

6.1 L Stokes confirmed that Jamie Gray is to attend meetings 
however was unable to attend tonight. A Shield to pick this 
up with the new neighbourhood Inspector. AP4 A Shield 

7 Bradley Surface Mine Community Fund 

7.1 L Stokes gave an update on the Bradley Surface Coal Mine 
Community Fund.  

a) £20,748.05 contributed. 

b) £16,400 awarded (plus additional monies from 
Banks Community main Fund). 

c) £4,348.05 remaining for allocation. 

7.2 L Stokes added that a funding meeting had taken place prior 
to the liaison committee meeting and that applicants would 
be notified of the decisions this week. 

7.3 L Stokes added that he felt the fund was going well, although 
the fund is oversubscribed, and the CFC is working as it 
should.  

7.4 B Wardle advised that she would like to join the funding 
group and is to send L Stokes an email regarding this. 
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7.5 L Stokes reminded the meeting that should Bradley West 
secure planning permission and then be worked, an 
additional £48,000 would be placed into the fund to support 
local groups, organisations and projects but using the same 
Guidelines and criteria as the current Bradley fund. 

8 Update on Bradley West 

8.1 J Lomax confirmed that the application was submitted in 
November 2019 and Banks expect a decision from DCC this 
spring although a committee date has not been set. No 
details have been changed from the original application. The 
site will still be worked and restored by August 2021, using 
the same site infrastructure and facilities and the community 
fund increased by £48,000. 

8.2 C Teasdale advised that the two applications (one for 
Bradley West and the other to amend the existing Bradley 
site to enable Bradley West) would be considered at the 
same planning committee. This could be in April or May.  
C Teasdale added that there had been a substantial number 
of representations on the applications and this was taking 
some time to upload to the Council’s website. 

8.3 C Teasdale said that additional environmental information 
had been submitted by Banks and this is also available to 
view on the DCC website. 

8.4 A Shield commented that he had asked for a meeting with 
DCC Legal Services to ensure that both he and I Jewell 
would be able to vote on the application when it goes to 
committee. 

8.5 M Jones asked if Banks would still have time to work and 
restore the site by August 2021 which L Stokes confirmed 
that is the case. J Lomax added that the programme allows 
this using the same planning conditions and constraints 
however machinery and plant could be amended to work to 
the agreed timescales of August 2021. 

9 Views of Local Residents 

9.1 B Wardle raised the following points: 

a) If trees planted by Banks die off – what action would 
Banks do to rectify this? J Lomax confirmed that 
there is a 15-year aftercare period for woodland 
areas and trees would be monitored and replaced 
within the first three years. 

b) Who is taking over the gifted area of land? J Lomax 
replied that these discussions are ongoing and no 
agreement yet. A Shield asked if DCC and 
specifically members would be consulted on that.  
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L Stokes said that he would consult with members 
on this at the appropriate time. 

c) B Wardle asked Banks to confirm that 100% of the 
Bradley coal was being used in the UK which  
M Storey confirmed. 

d) B Wardle asked why Banks did not focus on their 
renewables part of their business. L Stokes 
answered that there is an undeniable need for coal 
in the UK which is why Banks still have a mining part 
to their business. However, L Stokes works on all the 
operational wind farm sites in England and that is a 
large part of his workload. 

e) B Wardle said that residents of High Stables feel 
their voice isn’t being heard which there is why no 
interest in being on the liaison committee. L Stokes 
felt High Stables resident’s representatives play an 
integral part of this committee and their view counts 
as does any other member. B Wardle gave the 
blasting notifications, Saturday working notifications 
and the wish to reinstate Brooms Pond as examples. 
L Stokes replied that blasting notifications happen as 
they should and he could speak with the Ops team 
to see if he could ascertain when Saturday working 
might recommence.  It was noted that Saturday 
working is permitted by the planning permission for 
the development. 

f) B Wardle said that the handrail on the steps along 
the public right of way to the east of the site had fallen 
and could this be looked at. L Stokes agreed to raise 
this with the site team. 

g) B Wardle queried if the extension was not approved 
would the Company get off the site any earlier.   
L Stokes said no it would still b August 2021. AP5 LS  

10 Any Other Business 

10.1 D Marrs mentioned the public right of way across the site 
and asked if there was still an issue with it joining up with 
other rights of way. J Lomax confirmed that it would link into 
the public rights of way network this is included within the 
legal agreement for Bradley and would be delivered. 

10.2 L Stokes raised that Fr J Bagnall has asked that no church 
land or facilities be used by the protestors or film crews.  
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11 Date & Time of Next Meeting 

11.1 The next meeting will be held on Monday 4 May 2020 at 
6.30pm in Dipton Jubilee Centre. Food will be provided and 
available from 6pm. I Jewell to book the room. AP6 I Jewell 

 
  
Minuted by Lewis Stokes 
19 November 2019 
 
Prepared by J Earnshaw 
25 February 2020 


