
 

 

 

 

HIGHTHORN COMMUNITY WORKSHOP 3 

CM/N/795/COM-1 
 

Held on Wednesday 8 April 2015 at Lynemouth Miners’ Welfare Institute  
Commencing at 18:30 

 

WORKSHOP NOTES 

 
 

PRESENT: Mary Coyle (MC) Independent Facilitator 
 Mark Dowdall (MAD) Environment & Communities Director 
 Gemma Dickenson (GLD) Senior Project Manager 
 Sam Thistlethwaite (SDT) Senior Development Planner 
 Jeannie Kielty (JK) Development Relations Coordinator 
 Ben Anstee (BJA) Environmental Manager  
 Christine Hogarth (CAH) Senior Environmental Coordinator  
 Steven Hanlon (SH) Transport Manager 
 Jim Donnelly (JD) Operations Director  
 Michelle Cairns Secretary 
 

 70 members of the local community and interested parties. 
 
 
   ACTION / DATE 
 
1 Introduction 

 
1.1 MC welcomed all present to the workshop and thanked the 

Lynemouth Miner’s Welfare Institute for use of their 
facilities, she stated that the acoustics were good in the hall 
so there would be no need to use a microphone, but asked 
that when anyone does speak they keep their voices up.  
 

1.2 MC then introduced herself and explained that she is an 
independent facilitator, who Banks do pay for her time, but 
her role tonight is completely independent and that she has 
no role working for Banks other than to run these 
workshops.  

 

1.3 MC then explained that four members of Banks staff will be 
showing presentations tonight and asked the other 
members of staff to introduce themselves.    
 

1.4 MC asked that all attendees agree a ground rule of ‘one 
voice’, where one person is speaking everyone else will 
listen, and confirmed that this rule has been used at the 
two previous workshops and has worked very well.  

 

MC explained that everyone in the room will have a wide 
range of views and should be able to express them here 
without recourse. MC requested that if people were 
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comfortable in doing do, that when they ask a question, 
they also give their name.  
 

1.5 MC explained that a number of parliamentary candidates 
are present and it has been agreed that they are not here 
to express their opinion at this event although attendees 
are welcome to speak one to one with them after the 
workshop, but they will not be making their views public 
during this workshop. 
 

2 Proposed Structure of Workshop 3 
 
2.1 MC ran through the workshop agenda detailing the topics 

that the presentations would cover.  MC explained that 
Banks has listened to the questions which have been 
asked previously and hope these will be answered during 
the presentations tonight.  

 

2.2 JK confirmed that there will be future workshops which are 
likely to cover ecology, wildlife, landscape and visual 
assessment, benefits and jobs.  

 
3 Environmental  

 
3.1 Pre-Submission Environmental Assessments 

 
BJA introduced himself and explained his role within Banks 
and then delivered his presentation. The following 
questions were raised: 
 
- What levels would lighting and noise would be 

experienced?  
 
BJA explained that Banks is in the process of finalising 
all assessment work and so the final figures are not 
available at the moment. However, all levels would 
need to comply with the regulations and planning 
conditions.  
 

- What levels would light increase by? 
 
BJA explained that current background lighting levels 
would be assessed and Banks would aim not to 
increase levels through glow or direct illumination. BA 
confirmed that the site would be designed to ensure it 
complies with the set limits.  
 

- An attendee stated that the drawing shown in the 
presentation did not show the site boundary and asked 
what the colours mean.  
 
BJA explained that the plan within the presentation was 
not Highthorn, but in this plan the colours represent 
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noise levels. BJA agreed to attach the key to the 
presentation when issued with the minutes. AP1 BJA 
 

- P Lovering asked if the dust monitors only record PM10 
(Particulate matter less than 10 microns in diameter) or 
if they can also record PM5 and PM2.5? 
 
BA confirmed the Topaz dust monitors that were used 
can record PM10, PM2.5 and PM1.  
 

- How far away and how often is monitoring carried out? 
 
BJA explained the locations would be agreed with the 
local authority in due course. BJA noted that CAH’s 
presentation will explain how monitoring is carried out 
on other sites.  
 

- It was stated that traffic from the HGV’s and their diesel 
engines will cause air pollution. 
  
BJA explained that the potential of pollution is taken 
into account during the air quality assessment which is 
informed by onsite monitoring. BJA explained that 
locations for future monitoring will be agreed with the 
local authority in due course. 
 
MAD further explained that a monitoring regime is 
agreed with council’s environmental health and 
planning officers and details will be specified in the 
planning conditions, including sensitive locations. 
 
MAD noted that in the event that complaints were 
received from further afield than the sensitive premises 
they would also be investigated, resolved and 
monitored in the same manner whatever the location.  
 
MAD explained that baseline data of zones outside of 
the site boundary is gathered before and while the mine 
is operational and asked if there are any areas where 
people think monitoring should take place, they should 
let us know.  
 

- An attendee queried that limits agreed now could be 
different in five years’ time and this could affect 
people’s health as the site could be permitted with less 
stringent controls. 
 
MAD agreed that this is a valid point and explained that 
this is why the Highthorn Environmental Management 
Plan is a live document and is reviewed every quarter 
to ensure it is always up to date with the current 
regulations.  
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- K Newman asked if the site will mean the loss of the 
Dark Skies at Druridge. 
 
BJA confirmed that a lighting consultant has been 
retained for this reason, as we are aware of the 
sensitivity of the location with regards to Dark Skies. 
BJA explained current light levels will be assessed at a 
variety of locations around the proposed site including 
the dunes, and the lighting consultant will provide 
Banks with a design which will minimise any impacts.  
  

- P Blythe asked why the air in the west and east is 
monitored but not the north and south. 
 
BA explained that we were restricted by power supply 
and permission. 
 
MAD confirmed this was also due to triangulation and 
other work which has been done in the area from the 
Ferneybeds site, which was agreed with environmental 
health officer at the time.  
 
MAD asked everyone to let Banks know of other 
potential locations they feel should be monitored, which 
will then be discussed with the environmental health 
officer to confirm if they merit monitoring. He explained 
that the locations which have been used have been 
monitored in agreement with the landowner and 
homeowner’s permissions.  
 
P Blythe felt that his property would justify this, MAD 
agreed to speak about this at the end of the meeting. 
 

- P Blythe asked about the report that said mining 
operations were not detrimental to children’s health.  
 
BJA confirmed the report showed there was no 
significant difference in health between children who 
lived close to an operational site and those that lived 
further away.  
 
MAD confirmed that we will issue a copy of this report 
with the minutes on the Highthorn webpage. AP2 BJA / MAD  
 

- T Claydon asked how much pollution will be caused 
should the site mine 15m tonnes of coal. 
 
GLD confirmed that the site will only mine up to 5m 
tonnes and explained that when Banks first brought 
their initial to the community the proposal was larger 
but following comments received from the community 
and changes within the coal market, the quantity of coal 
to be extracted has been reduced.  
 



GLD CM/N/795/COM-1 5 
Minutes 
Workshop 3   8 April 2015 
   

  

TC than stated that should Banks mine this coal, they 
enable it to be burnt which would produce carbon 
dioxide and asked if this has been taken into account. 
He then asked if the site could wait until carbon capture 
is in place and burn it then. 
 
BJA confirmed that the pollution comes from 
combustion and that coal is still required for UK energy, 
so even if it didn’t come from Highthorn it would have to 
come from elsewhere. 
 
MAD confirmed there was a presentation on the need 
for coal during the last workshop and that coal is still 
required, but accepted that there is a transition towards 
a low carbon economy, but the reality is that the UK still 
needs coal and given that over 70% comes from 
imports from USA, Colombia and Russia, we believe it 
is better if the benefits of mining coal stay local. 
 

- Stephen To explained that he works in the healthcare 
profession, but tonight is attending as a member of the 
community. ST wanted Banks to promise that they will 
carry out their duty diligently, as the law requires, but 
will also provide a legacy where the site will be better 
than before coal was extracted. ST stated that if Banks 
promise this then it would keep the average person 
happy. 

 
3.2 Operational Controls 

 
JD introduced himself and began his presentation. The 
following questions were raised: 
 
- K Johnson asked if Banks had considered the new 

2014 Mining Regulations and if not, suggested they be 
reviewed, as he attended a meeting with the HSE 
suggesting these were the appropriate standards to 
work.  
 
JD confirmed that surface coal mining sites operate 
under the Quarry Regulations 1999 and not the Mining 
Regs which relate to deep or underground mines 
meetings regularly occur with the HSE. JD confirmed 
that Banks appoint a geotechnical consultant both 
before and throughout the operation of sites.  
 

- An attendee asked where the water comes from to 
keep the dust down. 
 
JD confirmed the water is from a combination of rainfall 
and ground water which is found naturally from rock 
and is pumped out and stored. He stated water does 
not come from mains water. 
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- D Lawrence asked what the noise levels are at night 
will be and if it had been decided if the site would work 
24 hours yet.  
 
JD confirmed this is still being reviewed.  
 
GLD further explained that final decisions on the 
amount of staff and machinery required has yet to be 
made and will be different depending upon the length of 
the working day. GLD confirmed that by the time Banks 
submit a planning application, working hours and the 
staffing complement will be determined and the 
community consulted. GLD explained that, dependent 
on completion of surveys, Banks hope to submit the 
planning application by the end of summer.  
 

- D Lawrence then asked if the site is reduced from 7m 
to 5m tonnes, could this be extended at the end. 
 
GLD confirmed this would depend on both economics 
and planning. If the coal price rises then extensions 
may be looked at in the future, but noted that there 
were no plans to do so at this time. However, GLD 
stated that any additional coal would be mined from 
deeper seams within the site rather than extending the 
site boundary. 
  
GLD reemphasised that there are no intentions to look 
at extensions at this moment in time, but should this 
change it would require additional survey work and a 
new planning application at which time the community 
will be consulted. 
 

- J Common asked if the noise assessments take into 
account the impact on wildlife. 
 
BA confirmed that the noise assessments do take into 
consideration wildlife and that all ecological aspects are 
considered. 
 
GLD confirmed further details on this will be covered 
under the ecology presentation at the next workshop. 
 

- An attendee asked if Banks could guarantee his house, 
which is two fields away from site boundary, would not 
be covered in dust.  
 
JD confirmed that winds are a south west direction and 
Cresswell is to the north so he would be very surprised 
if there was dust at Creswell, but confirmed should an 
incident occur then the site would implement all 
controls as outlined in the presentation.  
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JD informed everyone that the Shotton site in 
Cramlington and has operated successfully in close 
proximity to two pharmaceutical companies which are 
extremely sensitive to dust. 
 
MAD confirmed that dust is not a new issue and we are 
aware that people need assurance. Genuine concerns 
are fed into all assessments carried out and are 
properly monitored throughout the life of the site. 
 

- S Blythe asked if Creswell shouldn’t be affected by 
dust, can Banks confirm the small houses at Druridge 
will not be too, especially as they would in the path of 
the prevailing wind. 
 
JD confirmed dust suppression is very effective and 
explained that Shotton is on the outskirts of 
Cramlington, down wind and there has been no issues 
there. But JD noted Banks cannot say with absolute 
certainty dust will not leave the site, but can promise 
that if there are issues that we will deal with them 
appropriately. 
 

- S Blythe then asked about the blasting levels not being 
very noticeable and asked about the impact of blasting 
on traditional stone buildings, which do not have deep 
foundations. 
  

SB asked for a guarantee that her property would not be effected. 
 
JD confirmed that if required, a condition survey would 
be carried out before the operations begin on and again 
after the site is complete to assess for any damage. 
  
P Blythe stated that this was a long time between 
surveys. JD agreed but explained that it would show 
baseline data and any alleged damage during this 
period, would surely be raised by residents and then 
addressed. 
 

3.3 Compliance Monitoring 
 
CAH introduced herself and started her presentation where 
the following questions were asked: 
 
- Is PM2.5 recorded? 

 
CAH confirmed that the Topaz monitors record PM2.5 
24hours a day. 
 

- P Blythe asked if dust stations will be prioritised to large 
landowners. 
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MAD noted that this is not the case and that locations 
had not yet been agreed, but he would envisage the 
closest locations around Highthorn would be monitored, 
typically between four and eight locations. He also 
explained that we keep spare monitoring equipment 
which can be used during specific dust, noise and 
vibration investigations.  
 
P Blythe asked that residents ensure they get the same 
care as the big residents and businesses.  
 
Banks agreed that they would ensure all residents and 
community members will be treated the same as each 
other. 
 

- An attendee stated that there is no safe level for 
particulate dust according to World Health. 
 
MAD confirmed that they comply with what is 
conditioned and agreed with the local authority and this 
includes ensuring there are no 24 hour PM10 
exceedances of UK air quality standards. MAD noted 
we will need to be careful the dust monitors do not 
measure salt particles, given the proximity to the sea 
which has been an issue in the past and which can 
cause false positive results.   
 

- An attendee stated that noise in locations where people 
live is unacceptable and the Council will be a laughing 
stock if they allow the site to go ahead as people come 
to this area for the beach and to see the wildlife. The 
attendee asked if the site would stop if the area is being 
assessed is negatively affected or if noise increased to 
an unacceptable level.   
 
MAD confirmed the first part of this was a statement 
that we disagreed with, MAD went on to explain that we 
always endeavour to work sites to an acceptable level. 
MAD stated that Banks cannot say a site would not 
increase noise, dust and vibration levels. However, 
Banks would work closely with a number of agencies 
and local people to ensure while sites are operational, 
the area is protected, and economic, environmental 
and social benefits are brought to the local community, 
both during and after the site is completed where a 
positive legacy is left.  
 

- It was asked if mining operations would stop if levels 
were exceeded and/or if operations were having an 
effect on wildlife and tourism levels. 
 
MAD confirmed wildlife is being taken into account 
during environmental assessments and if noise levels 
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were breached then site must quickly be brought back 
within limits to meet compliance. 
  
MAD also explained that with regards to tourism, Banks 
had many of the same concerns at Shotton before 
works commenced; however since Northumberlandia 
opened the visitor attraction now brings 100,000 
tourists to the area each year and Banks hope to 
provide a programme of benefits to the local area that 
would improve the tourism offer around Highthorn. 
 

- It was asked if at the end of the site the land would 
return to farm land.  
 
MAD confirmed restoration details had not yet been 
finalised; and confirmed a separate meeting had been 
held last week to seek views of key ecological 
stakeholders and details of our restoration plan would 
be provided in due course.  
 

- J Pörksen explained that tourism is the reason people 
visit Druridge Bay and asked if any research will be 
carried out with residents, day trippers, and holiday 
makers to find out why they come to the area.  
 
GLD confirmed that last August bank holiday a survey 
of visitors numbers was carried out between 6:00am 
and 8:00pm for one week. GLD also explained that 
data from Northumberland Tourism is also being used 
and that Banks always consider how the land is 
currently used to minimise the impact of the site and to 
also improve the area in the long term.  
 
GLD explained this data is not available yet, but will be 
included in the planning application. GLD agreed that 
tourism would be included within future discussions 
with the community. 
 

4 Transport & Traffic  
 
SH introduced himself and carried out the final presentation, the 
following questions were raised: 
 

- What does CPC stand for? 
 
SH confirmed CPC stands for Certificate of 
Professional Competence. 
 

- Will Banks hire extra wagons, if 150 traffic movements 
per day are permitted? 
  
SH confirmed this would depend on the destination of 
the coal. If the coal is transported to Butterwell then 
extra wagons may not be needed, but if the coal goes 
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to Blyth then there is the possibility more would be 
required. 
 

- J Hall asked if the extra wagons would be monitored on 
exit and entry to site. 
 
SH confirmed that subcontracted wagons are managed 
exactly the same as Banks wagons and they must 
follow the same site rules and comply with the same 
standards.  
 

- An attendee stated that 150 movements is actually 300 
wagons, as they need to make a return journey. 
 
SH agreed that that is correct; and although it may 
sound like a lot of wagons, if anyone visited 
Cramlington, near our Shotton operational site, they 
would probably be surprised by the lack of visible 
HGV’s.   
 

- K Batson asked if the recent increase in permitted HGV 
speed limits would be an issue and if the entrance 
would be redesigned. 
 
GLD confirmed a transport assessment on how the 
roads are currently used day to day will be undertaken 
which will then be used to assess the impact of any 
extra traffic. 
 
GLD also stated that the routes proposed are major A 
roads heading south, and as such there was not 
expected to be any issues with the proposed routes. 
However, the entrance may need adjusting, which may 
include a slowing lane to turn into the site, but 
confirmed final details will be agreed with Highways 
Agency and local authority to ensure a safe entry and 
exit.   
 

- Why not use the railway line from Butterwell and 
transfer coal into Blyth? 
 
SH confirmed if Banks use Butterwell then it would 
leave there on train. 
 
GLD explained that UK Coal currently operates the 
train line and Banks could inherit the train contracts 
allowing coal to be transported to multiple locations 
from Butterwell. There are many factors to take into 
account so alternative solutions are being considered. 
GLD agreed to try to get clarity on which route will be 
used before submitting the planning application, but 
noted that it may be possible that permission will be 
sought for both route options.  
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- An attendee suggested moving coal from Highthorn 
direct to Butterwell using an overhead bucket conveyor 
system would be more environmentally friendly.  
 
GLD noted that this had been looked at in the early 
stages of the project but it was felt there could be an 
issue with visuals and Banks are not aware of 
anywhere in the UK that can supply this equipment, so 
considered it not to be a viable option. 
 
The attendee disagreed and noted that it would be 
possible. MC suggested the conversation be carried on 
at the end of the workshop if desired. 
 

- If fully loaded wagons caused damage to the roads, 
who pays for the repairs? 
 
SH explained that as of Monday the HGV speed limit 
on single carriageways has been increased to 50mph 
and all drivers are trained to drive efficiently with steady 
acceleration and less breaking to help maintain the 
roads. 
 
MC asked for confirmation if Banks would pay for 
damage? 
 
SDT explained that a survey of wagon numbers and 
their effect takes place pre application. SDT explained 
that at the Brenkley site there is an arrangement in 
place through the Section 106 agreement which 
provides a fund to contribute to road repairs and if the 
local authority thought it appropriate something similar 
could be required at Highthorn. 
 

- How would wagons deal with the cattle and livestock 
which use the road? 
 
GLD explained that wagons would deal with this the 
same as any other vehicle would.  
 

- An attendee commented that with 150 wagon 
movements from Highthorn and 100 wagon movements 
from Ferneybeds, this could potentially be 400 wagon 
journeys per day. 

-  
GLD agreed that both sites could work alongside each 
other and so this would be correct. GLD explained that 
the transport assessment carried out will assess the 
cumulative impact of both sites working alongside each 
other and the traffic associated with any other permitted 
local sites. However, GLD confirmed that the Highthorn 
application itself would be responsible for up to 150 
wagons per day of that cumulative total. 
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- J Pörksen commented that wagons cause risks to 
cyclists and some wagons now use safety cameras. JP 
asked if the increase in traffic will affect cyclists or 
horse riders, especially if the speed limit has been 
increased.  
 
SH confirmed the speed limit for wagons is 50mph and 
if it is safe then they will drive at this speed.  
 
GLD agreed that wagons must drive safely up to, and 
within, the speed limit. 
 

- Are any other safety measures used?  
 
SH confirmed all drivers are trained to a high standard 
and have wide angle mirrors. He commented that 
cameras are mainly used in town centres. 
 
 

5 Summary and Key Points  
 
5.1 Questions 

 
MC confirmed there was a small amount of time for some 
additional questions, which were as follows: 

 
- C Stines asked if there were procedures in place for 

soil replacement. 
 
JD explained a soils assessment is carried out pre 
application. He then explained that we measure the soil 
which is lifted from the working area so that during 
restoration the soil is put back at specific depths and 
precise levels to ensure there is enough for the whole 
site. Fertilisers are used to ensure the quality is brought 
back to the required level. 
 

- F Wilkinson from Northumberland County Council 
informed the attendees that within the planning 
permission, as a rule, there is a restoration condition 
imposed on site of the depth of soils to ensure the soils 
are protected and are put back properly. She further 
explained that monitoring officers inspect the sites 
regularly, plus there is an unannounced yearly 
inspection.  

 
- S Blythe asked if a geological survey of the sand dunes 

would be carried out to show how the mine might affect 
the structure of the sandstone ledge beneath the dunes 
which she was concerned would show that the coal 
extraction could weaken the ledge which might cause 
collapse in the future. 
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GLD confirmed that a geotechnical assessment is 
being carried out; however the dunes are not covered 
directly although JD noted that the structural stability of 
the surrounding area is considered in the assessment. 
GLD noted the belief that the site would not have an 
impact on the future structural stability of the sand 
dunes, but confirmed she will speak to the 
Geotechnical consultant about this issue and provide 
feedback in due course.  AP3 GLD   
 
 

5.2 Summing Up 
 
MC thanked all for attending this important discussion 
tonight. She confirmed that if people had raised issues to 
Banks, which they has not had responses to that they will 
be covered at future workshops or on the FAQ website 
page. She explained that Banks staff are available to talk 
one on one for the next half an hour but if anyone has any 
further comments to send an email. 
 
MAD wanted to address the promise requested by Mr To 
earlier in the workshop confirming that we are very happy 
to make that promise and hopes that we can reassure 
everyone that we absolutely do what we say we are going 
to do and intend to leave a positive legacy both during and 
after our sites. MAD noted his appreciation for everyone 
coming along and for expressing their views and concerns. 
If any questions have not been answered at the workshop, 
the answers will be included in the FAQ section on the 
website.  
 
MC explained if your question does not appear on the FAQ 
then let Banks know. 
 
She thanked all again and confirmed the date of the next 
workshop will be agreed and circulated soon. 
 
There being no further business, the meeting closed at 
20:30. 
 

 
 
Minuted by M Cairns 
8 April 2015 
 
Prepared by M Cairns 
12 May 2015 


