
 

 

 

BRADLEY SURFACE MINE 
LIAISON COMMITTEE MEETING 

 
Held on Monday 25 February 2019 at 6.30pm  

in Leadgate Methodist Chapel.  

 

M I N U T E S 
  
PRESENT: Cllr Ivan Jewell (Chair) Durham County Council 
 Cllr Alan Shield (Vice Chair) Durham County Council 
 Fr John Bagnall Brooms Church 

 Colin Bell Medomsley Residents Assoc. 
 Jamie Drysdale Banks Group 
 Derek English Medomsley Ward Partnership 
 Steven Hanlon Banks Group 
 Andrew Heron Banks Group 
 Christine Hogarth Banks Group 
 Michael Jones Dipton Resident 
 Jill Lomax Banks Group 
 David Marrs Dipton Partnership 
 Paul McNally Leadgate Resident 
 Andy Plant Leadgate Partnership 
 Lewis Stokes Banks Group 
 Brenda Surtees  Resident 
 Claire Teasdale Durham County Council Planning 
 Julia Triston Resident 
 Mike Tweddle Durham County Council 
 Belinda Wardle Resident 
 Insp Keith Wardle Police 
  
APOLOGIES: Jim Donnelly Banks Group 

 Emma Heenan Laura Pidcock MP Office 
 Carol Rocke Resident  
 

 ACTION / DATE 
  
1 Minutes of Previous Meeting 

 
1.1 The Committee thanked A Shield for being in the Chair for 

the first 12 months. 
 

1.2 A Shield commented that he had received an email from 
June Davison regarding a footpath that had been closed with 
red tape. J Lomax replied that this was during the Northern 
Power Grid (NPG) works and this was now resolved. 
 

1.3 The Minutes were a true and accurate record of the meeting. 
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1.4 Matters Arising; 
 

AP1 – Ongoing. D Marrs had raised a concern about the 
creation of the rights of way across the site in that they do 
not join up to anything. This connects to the logging path 
which does not have a formal right. C Teasdale added that 
the public Rights of Way (PRoW) officer at DCC has been 
consulted on the restoration details and she would highlight  AP1– 
residents’ concerns.  C TEASDALE  
  & J LOMAX  
AP2 – Complete 
 
AP3 – Complete 
 
AP4 – Complete 

 
2 Environmental Presentation 

 
2.1 C Hogarth delivered the environmental presentation. This 

can now be viewed 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 shown compliance with 
relevant planning conditions. 

 
b) Dust event trigger on 29 December 2018 was 

caused by a bonfire at an adjacent property. 
 

c) Spikes in the readings from the dust monitors relate 
to fog and moisture conditions.  

 
d) Five complaints had been received by Banks since 

the last meeting. 2 relating to lighting, 1 regarding run 
off from the site, 1 regarding rights of way and 1 in 
relation to HGV movements. 

 
2.3 J Triston asked how Banks knew the dust triggers had not 

been caused by site activity. C Hogarth replied that the dates 
and times were when the site was not working & wind 
direction was from Pont Lane to site.  The resident had also 
provided photos of the bonfire. 
 

2.4 C Teasdale commented that she had received a further 
complaint about dust from the site earlier in the day. She 
reported that the Council’s Environmental Health officer had 
visited the site that day and reported that whilst there 
appeared to be evidence of dust on several cars he 
observed no dust leaving the site. 
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2.5 M Tweddle said that he had also visited the resident and he 
would be investigating the incident.  No coal dust was 
observed but he felt that there may be areas of the site which 
aren’t being worked that may still require dust suppression.  
J Drysdale replied that dust suppression is regularly carried 
out across the site but would be happy to meet with M 
Tweddle to look at further options. He added that the NPG 
works were also taking place in that area and may have 
contributed to the dust issue. M Tweddle and J Drysdale to   AP2 
meet on Friday to discuss.      J DRYSDALE 
         /M TWEDDLE  

2.6 B Wardle commented that her car is regularly covered in 
dust and asked if Banks could be more proactive with the 
dust suppression. 

 
2.7 A complaint had also been received about the height of the 

coal stock area.  The issue of visible stock was resolved by 
J Drysdale on Tuesday morning. Site dozer reduced height 
of coal stock pile by 1.5mtrs. It is now below screening 
mounds.  

 
3 Site Update by Banks Mining Staff 

 
3.1 J Drysdale gave an update which would also be contained 

within the presentation available as a download from the 
Banks website. Key points include; 
 

a) Site working well and coal production on target. 
 
b) Coal extraction in Area A nearing completion. 

 
c) Additional noise suppression fitted to PC3000. 
 
d) Test blast carried out successfully. 

 
e) Site restoration commenced with a large area 

nearing back to restored levels. 
 
f) Field drainage to be installed. 

 
3.2 A Shield asked if the site was working to programme and on 

target. J Drysdale replied yes however the coal from the old 
workings was taking longer to clean than anticipated. 
 

3.3 J Triston asked what date would the site be fully restored. J 
Lomax replied that the site would be restored by August 
2021. 
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3.4 B Wardle asked what material was going to be put on the 
restored areas. J Drysdale replied that sub-soils and top-
soils had been stored in such a way as that they can be 
reinstated in the correct way. A soil specialist will be on site 
to inspect too. 

 
3.5 J Drysdale commented that a complaint had been made 

about water runoff in the north east corner of the site. A gap 
had been created in the bund to allow fencing contractors to 
gain access and that is where the water run off had occurred 
leaving a sandy deposit. The area had been inspected and 
both the Environment Agency & DCC had been involved and 
were happy with the work Banks had done to rectify the 
issue. D Marrs asked if there had been any contamination. 
J Drysdale replied that the sand deposited had been cleaned 
up and that there was no contamination. J Drysdale added 
that the inspection practices had been amended and 
improved upon to prevent any similar incidents occurring. 

 
3.6 M Tweddle added that there is an ongoing concern from a 

resident which he would ask J Lomax to investigate. AP3 – J LOMAX 
 
3.7 A Heron added that the coal now being extracted in Area A 

was high quality and testing in Area B suggested the coal 
was of equal quality and even marginally better. Historically, 
coal had been used primarily for electricity generation 
however this coal is suitable for steel, cement and concrete 
manufacturing. It also meant that if the government’s 
announcement to end coal fired power generation by 2025 
happened, UK markets still required several million tonnes 
of coal, each year, to meet demand for steel and material 
manufacturing. As such, it made economic and 
environmental sense to use an indigenous supply rather 
than importing it from Australia, Russia, Columbia and the 
USA which can emit up to seven times as much greenhouse 
gas compared to using UK based coal. 

 
3.8 J Triston asked if this meant Banks were making more 

money from it. A Heron replied that it meant that additional 
markets were available for Banks to sell to however 
information and prices on customer contracts & prices were 
not publically available and prices are commercially 
sensitive. 

 
3.9 S Hanlon gave an update on the traffic movements to and 

from the site. DCC had granted permission to increase the 
traffic movements to and from the site from 32 to 48 
movements in/out per weekday (still subject to average over 
a four week period) and this had taken place from 26 
January 2019. 
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3.10 S Hanlon gave details of a complaint that had been made 
regarding yellow lorries allegedly carrying coal reported to 
be travelling from the Bradley site along Pont Lane and past 
Bradley Cottages. Banks had investigated and found that 
the lorries had not been going to or from the Bradley site 
however they were transporting soil material from 
Greencroft Ind Est to a facility at Chopwell. As these were 
not connected in any way to the Bradley site, they are able 
to travel along this route. 

 
3.11 B Wardle asked if the maximum traffic movements were now 

48, why was there 71 movements on one day. S Hanlon 
replied that this is averaged over a four week period as per 
the planning conditions. 

 
3.12 A Shield asked if there had been any issues connected to 

the dedicated right hand turn onto the A692. S Hanlon 
replied nothing had been reported. 

 
3.13 D Marrs asked if an impact analysis had taken place as part 

of the application to increase the traffic movements. C 
Teasdale replied that a Highways Technical Note had been 
submitted in support of the application and Highways 
Officers at DCC had no objection to increasing the approved 
movements. 

 
3.14 D Marrs commented that some Banks staff members 

arriving to work via Dipton were regularly speeding through 
the village. S Hanlon asked to speak with D Marrs after the 
meeting to gather information and would investigate. 

 
4 Planning Update 

 
4.1 J Lomax again confirmed that the increase in HGV 

movements had been approved in January.  
 

4.2 A full restoration scheme was still being worked on and 
working through the details with the Council. Advance tree 
planting is to take place in the North West area of the site in 
the coming weeks along with hedgerow enhancement 
around the site entrance.  

 
4.3 Regular ecological checks were taking place and would take 

place for breeding birds across the site during the spring and 
summer as required.  

 
4.4 L Stokes commented that residents could opt-in to being 

notified about the blasting on the site. J Drysdale added that 
blasting may not be required as much as originally 
anticipated due to fragmented rock on the site. Liaison 
committee members are asked to speak with their 
respective organisations and community groups to see if 
they would like to be notified and how. AP4 - ALL 
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4.5 J Triston said she would like to be notified on a daily basis 
by email. L Stokes to arrange. AP5 – L STOKES 

 
4.6 J Triston commented that she had heard the test blast that 

took place on 6 February 2019 and residents had set up a 
glass of water to see if they could feel the vibration which 
they could. C Hogarth replied that the seismograph set up at 
High stables had not triggered and neither had the two 
seismographs closest to the eastern boundary within the 
site.  

 
4.7 J Lomax mentioned that the Six Month reviews of the Noise 

Monitoring Scheme and Dust Action Plan are currently being 
agreed.    

 
4.8 B Wardle asked what was the fine tuning that was being 

agreed for the restoration and aftercare submission. J 
Lomax replied the finer detail such as planting densities etc. 

 
5 Policing Issues 

 
5.1 Insp Keith Wardle commented that there had been no 

policing issues (connected to the site or transport) to report 
since the last meeting. 
 

5.2 K Wardle added that Durham Constabulary had attended 
the workshop and the test blast day. They have met with the 
blasting contractor to see their policies and practices and 
also inspect the area where materials would be stored. They 
found all to be acceptable. 

 
6 Restoration Plan  

 
6.1 Mainly covered under previous Agenda item (Planning).  

 
6.2 J Lomax added that the agreed plan will be circulated when 

approved. C Teasdale added that comments had been 
sought from a number of consultees including Natural 
England and queries have been raised with Banks.  
 

6.3 Site interpretation boards will be installed once restoration is 
complete. L Stokes added that the community will be able to 
have an input as to the content of the boards and this can 
be agreed closer to the time of installation. D Marrs 
commented that interpretation boards across the Pont 
Valley had suffered from vandalism in the past and it was 
important to keep this in mind when thinking about 
management and maintenance etc. 
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7 Bradley Surface Mine Community Fund 
 
7.1 L Stokes commented that the Bradley Community Fund 

Committee (CFC) had met and adopted the Terms of 
Reference for the fund. Applications were welcome.  The 
committee is to meet every 3 months with the next meeting 
on 10/06/2019 at the site offices. 
 

7.2 L Stokes confirmed that although the funds had been paid 
to DCC, these were being transferred to the County Durham 
Community Foundation who would manage and administer 
the fund. James Eaglesham is the dedicated Fund Manager 
and his contact details are 0191 3786342 /  
james@bankscommunityfund.org.uk. 

 
8 Views of Local Residents 

 
8.1 B Wardle said that she felt the comments made by Banks 

about noise were dismissive and that the site is audible from 
07:00 at High Stables.  C Hogarth confirmed that the site is 
audible and that this is recorded in the detail on the noise 
slide.  
 

8.2 B Wardle asked what the difference would be between the 
test blast and the actual blasting on site. J Drysdale 
commented that there is no difference between the two.  
Information after each blast would be reported to DCC. 

 
8.3 B Wardle asked if Banks were looking at any other areas 

seeing as the coal is of such a high quality. L Stokes replied 
that Banks are looking at the area to the west of their existing 
Bradley site but no site investigation work had taken place 
as yet. And following site investigations the Company would 
decide whether or not to submit a planning application.  
Should they go ahead then a full planning application and 
Environmental Statement would be prepared and submitted 
to the Council.  Key points include: 

 
a) Potentially circa 100,000 tonnes of high quality coal. 
 
b) Site could be worked and restored by August 2021 

(same timescale as existing site). 
 

c) Will help to sustain the 41 jobs on site. 
 
d) Increase in community benefits fund to £100,000. 

 
e) Could use existing site access and infrastructure 

meaning no work required on A692/693. 
 
 
 
 

mailto:james@bankscommunityfund.org.uk
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8.4 L Stokes agreed to keep the liaison committee updated as 
and when further information becomes available.  J Tristan 
advised that she objected and that there has been enough 
disruption and raised a concern that L Stokes took the 
minutes of the meeting. 

  
8.5 D Marrs queried if the legal agreement restricted working 

outside of the current site boundary.  C Teasdale replied that 
there is no restriction in terms of the area to the west of 
Bradley but confirmed that the area to the north is subject to 
restrictions in the S106 agreement. 
   

8.6 D Marrs added that there are old mining features to the west 
of the site which should be protected due to the heritage 
value. L Stokes replied that this is the type of information 
that they would welcome for the overall restoration.  

 
8.7 A Shield said that the fears of the community were that the 

sites would progress right through the Pont Valley and 
beyond. A Shield asked if Banks could give some 
commitment that this would not happen. L Stokes agreed to 
raise this with the Banks team and would report back. AP6 – L STOKES 

 
8.8 A Shield added that both he and Cllr I Jewell are both on the 

County Planning Committee meaning they would not be 
forming a view on any potential application.  

 
8.9 B Wardle asked when the NPG works are scheduled to be 

complete as they had experienced a power outage. J 
Drysdale replied that the work should be complete by the 
end of this week. 

 
8.10 B Wardle asked what the plans were for the field which 

Banks own between the site and High Stables. J Lomax 
replied that this area would not be worked. 

 
8.11 B Wardle asked what Banks are doing with the information 

from the condition surveys of properties. L Stokes replied 
that this had been saved off and copies of the reports were 
being sent to residents. B Wardle confirmed that residents 
had received copies. B Wardle also asked if Banks would 
arrange surveys once the restoration was complete. L 
Stokes replied that this could be looked at the appropriate 
time should this be necessary. 

 
8.12 A Shield asked what information had been given from the 

Secretary of State regarding the request by a member of 
public to consider revocation of the planning decision. J 
Lomax replied that a decision is expected mid-March 2019. 

 
8.13 A Plant commented that he was angry and in despair about 

Bradley West. 
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9 Any Other Business 
 
9.1 A Shield commented that he was asked by a DCC Councillor 

from Stanley to include their area in the area of benefit for 
the Bradley Community Fund. C Teasdale referred to the 
Clause 1.2 of Schedule 3 of the S106 agreement which 
refers to the desirability of allocating funds amongst the 
relevant civil parishes within regard to the size of their 
respective electorate and the impact of surface mining 
operations on their communities and environment within the 
vicinity of the land.   
 

9.2 L Stokes added that the amount spent on local companies 
and contractors had reached the £1.5million and a 
breakdown would be given at the next meeting. 

 
10 Date & Time of Next Meeting 

 
The next meeting will be held on Monday, 13 May 2019 at 6.30pm 
in Dipton Jubilee Centre. L Stokes to book the room. Food will be 
provided. AP7 – L STOKES 
 

  
Minuted by Lewis Stokes 
26 February 2019 
 
Prepared by Clare Tindle  
28 February 2019  


