Conghe‘rrf Parich Councit

Public Meeting to discuss the planning application -
Butterwell Disposal Point

7.30pm on Tuesday, 06 December 2022
Longhirst Colliery Recreation Hall

PRESENT:

Chair ClIr Peter Coates, Chair of Longhirst Parish Council
Site Agent for NB Clark Barney Corrigan

Also present as observers were representatives from NB

Clark

Public & Councillors Circa 35 residents and Parish Councillors from Longhirst
and Linton

Note-taker Helyn Douglas, Parish Clerk for Longhirst Parish Council

Please note: County Councillor David Towns is not present tonight due to the
potential for a conflict of interest as he sits on the NCC Castle Morpeth Local Area
Committee (this group may potentially consider this planning application). However,
he has agreed to present the views of the Parish Council and residents to the
Planning Committee if this application is presented there.

Planning Application ref 22/02869/FUL

Title / Location Butterwell Disposal Point, Longhirst, Morpeth,
Northumberland, NE61 3NF

Description Hybrid application - Full application - distribution of
primary aggregates on site via railhead and distribution
out by road, recycling plan for inert
construction/demolition waste to secondary
aggregates/soil materials; site restoration/landscaping
using soil materials from onsite/offsite and addition of
pumphouses, weighbridge, and wheel wash. Outline
application for erection of office, workshops and
security office/site warden dwelling.

NCC Planning Portal Link  https://publicaccess.northumberland.gov.uk/online-app

(enter the ref above) ? =
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Purpose of the meeting

This was a meeting to discuss the proposals for a multi-use aggregates recycling plant on
the site of the old Butterwell opencast mine. A planning application has been submitted by
the applicant, NB Clark to Northumberland County Council as the Planning Authority, and is
currently awaiting a decision.

This meeting invited residents of Longhirst and neighbouring Linton to come along to ask
questions of the site agent, Barney Corrigan.

1 Description of the planning application proposals (Barney Corrigan)

1.1 What activity will take place at the site?

a. Receipt of primary aggregates (that is, rock, sand, gravel) by rail mainly
from Scotland and the East Midlands, for redistribution by road (using
wagons). Itis expected there will be up to three trains per week
bringing in materials to the site. The aggregates will be unloaded from
the trains, stored in containers and then sent on by road. The main use
for these materials is in the production of concrete. Northumberland
lacks these materials locally both in volume and in quality (local
aggregates contain some natural contaminants).

b. Production of secondary aggregates from recycling construction and
demolition waste, and will involve washing and separating the waste. It
is expected that a maximum of 75,000 tonnes of materials per year will
be processed at the site: producing 50,000 tonnes of high quality
reusable aggregates, and 25,000 tonnes of reclaimed soil.

c. The reclaimed soil will be used to restore the opencast site. This will be
done a section at a time, and if only soil from the reclamation process
is used this process could take up to 12 years to complete. Additional
‘clean’ soil could be brought in to speed this up if required. (The soil
depth on the opencast site is very shallow, and for example cannot
currently sustain trees.)

d. Permission is also sought for offices, workshops and associated
buildings for the site.

1.2 Why put this plant at this site, and not elsewhere?

NB Clark does have other facilities at Coopies Lane in Morpeth, and at the old
Alcan Smelter site at Lynemouth. However the Butterwell site has a working
railway line and rail head that allows for the import of primary aggregates
(this is uneconomical to be hauled by road to either of its other sites).

As the site is large - at circa 28 hectares - it can also accommodate a
processing plant for secondary aggregates. Due to its size and location it also
has its own water supply (from rainwater catchment) as well as treatment /
settling ponds already on site.

Bringing both operations into one location makes this site more economic to
operate.
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1.3
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1.6

NCC Local Plan and planning permission

NCC has a commitment to retain sites for mineral processing and this is one
of those identified sites. NCC also has a stated aim to move more freight
traffic from road to rail.

The site has had planning permission in the past as an opencast mine, and
permission was granted in 2017 for coal and other mineral processing. This
permission lapsed in 2021. Because the acceptability in planning terms for a
similar development has already been given, NB Clark is hopeful that this
application will be approved. The site agent was also keen to point out that
this proposal is much smaller in scale and far less disruptive than opencast
mining.

Site Operations

The plant will operate between 7am and 6pm, Monday to Friday; and 7am -
2pm on a Saturday. There will be no working on a Sunday or any Bank
Holidays (excluding security and essential maintenance).

The site will employ 16 members of staff directly; 12 of these will be existing
operatives from other NB Clark sites, and 4 will be new jobs. Other jobs are
likely to be created from the supply chain for the site, specifically in haulage.

Traffic movements

The wagons entering and exiting the site will NOT go through Longhirst
village. All vehicles will use the routes to the A189 and A1068. To maximise
efficiencies, mostly vehicles will enter and leave laden (as opposed to entering
to drop off a load and then leaving empty). The maximum expected level of
traffic will be 35 vehicles per hour coming or going to the site.

Environmental Impact Assessments

As part of the planning application, NB Clark has paid for a number of
environmental impact assessments to be undertaken by independent
contractors:

e Noise assessment - this concluded that due to the distances involved
would attenuate the noise, therefore the properties closest to the site
would not be adversely affected.

e Air quality / dust from vehicle movements on the site - as long as the
dust suppression system is in place the operation of the site should not
cause dust problems for nearby residents.

e Landscape / visual impact - the machinery and buildings at the site are
not considered to have any impact on the surrounding countryside.

e Mining and Archaeological surveys - these have also been completed
with no impacts found.

All of these documents are part of the overall planning application, currently
with NCC for consideration, and available on the NCC Planning Portal. Copies
of the plans available at the meeting are attached to this document.
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1.7

Plant machinery currently on site

Some plant has been installed at the site already, but this is not operational
and NB Clark has no intention of starting operations in advance of any
planning decision. The machinery was bought in advance because there was
a cost saving of circa 10% to be made if it was purchased now. This action
was taken with the knowledge of NCC as the planning authority. It was
therefore bought at risk, and if planning permission is not given then NB Clark
will sell that equipment (at a loss).

Summary of concerns expressed by residents

A summary of the views expressed during the course of the meeting

Longhirst is a quiet, rural area and residents believe that this operation, if
approved, will create noise, dust and a significant increase in traffic on
unsuitable country roads.

Despite the assurances given residents do expect noise and dust/dirt from
the site operations. As a rural area the background noise levels are currently
low. The increased frequency of the train and lorry movements will be
noticeable to residents, particularly those only 200m from the site.

Residents believe the current roads are not strong enough to take the
additional weight of so many new journeys by heavy freight wagons. Roads
in and around Longhirst have already suffered from the additional freight
being moved to and from the North East Grains site.

They also believe that the roads are too narrow to safely accommodate two
large wagons passing each other. The splays at junctions and roundabouts
are considered too narrow to allow a large vehicle to turn safely without
mounting the verge. Residents expressed concerns for the safety of more
vulnerable road users, such as cyclists and horse-riders when these wagons
are passing them, and fear that accidents will occur.

Residents believe that it is very likely that a significant number of lorries will
use Longhirst village to access the site and are not convinced that NB Clark
will be able to enforce their request to drivers not to use this route.

They do expect noise and dust from the site, and are disappointed that more
is not being done to either dampen the sound or at least monitor it. Some
residents have experienced vibration in their homes from the trains using the
site when it was operated as an opencast mine.

From experience with other operators many Linton residents fear that noise
and dust levels will be breached, and that no enforcement action will be
taken.

Residents have just got over the lengthy opencast operations, and were
hoping for the site and the area generally to return to agricultural use. The
previous opencast site at least had an end-date to its operational life; if this
site is approved it will mean a permanent industrial site in a rural area.
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3.1

Questions & Answers
Noise

Will the site use an open barrel washer?

Yes, this will be used for cleaning the construction waste.

Will the site use a crusher?

Yes, this will be used for processing some of the construction waste.

Will the site machinery use claxon alarms to indicate when it is turned on?

The machinery does not use claxons as far as he is aware. Similar machinery
is in use at the Lynemouth site and there has not been one noise complaint in
the five years that the site has been operational.

Who measures the noise emitted by the machines - is this tested
independently?

The noise output is measured and stated by the manufacturers. Acceptable
noise levels for the site are assessed by an independent consultant (albeit one
paid for by NB Clark). There are national guidelines for acceptable noise
output from industrial sites, and those partly depend on the context (urban
versus rural, proximity of nearest houses, etc).

Have the noise levels been assessed based on the running noise of the
machinery, or the overall operating noise levels of the site?

The noise was assessed based on estimates of the overall operating noise
levels of the site.

Will there be bunds or other noise baffles installed?

No, this was not deemed necessary after reviewing the noise assessment
report. This very modern machinery operates on electricity (there are no
generators involved) and will therefore be quieter to operate. The nearest
properties are considered far enough away to not be affected by the site
noise.

Has NB Clark considered planting trees to help reduce the noise from the
site?

Yes this has been considered, but trees take time to grow. The soil at the site
is not deep enough to take mature trees, but the remedial work planned by
NB Clark will improve the soil depth and quality and trees might be an option
in the future.

What is the fall-back position if there are noise problems arising from the site?

If there were to be any problems NB Clark would consider installing
temporary or permanent noise abatement measures (such as straw bales as
an immediate solution, and acoustic fencing or bunds in the longer-term).

Are these noise abatement measures articulated in the planning application?

No, because the noise assessment report assessed that no abatement
measures were necessary. But NB Clark would be happy to put the offer
above in writing to NCC.
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3.2

Will the noise from the site be monitored?

No, the noise assessment report deemed this was not necessary.

Will NB Clark take a proactive approach and offer to pay for monitoring of the
noise levels at regular intervals (say 4 times per year) as a gesture of goodwill,
rather than waiting for residents to complain and then taking action?

No, this is not deemed necessary as the noise assessment report concluded
that no remedial measures were needed. Any noise complaints will be taken
seriously and investigated.

What if wagons arrive early or leave late from the site, queuing up and
creating noise outside of the normal operating hours?

If wagons were to arrive earlier than scheduled (creating noise outside of
normal operating hours) then NB Clark would take action to stop this
happening. Wagons will not be queuing up inside the site.

What is the mechanism for raising issues with NB Clark if residents have a
problem with the site operations?

NB Clark offered to provide direct contact details for the site manager. The
usual channels for reporting environmental breaches to NCC also apply.

Traffic

Will the roads be strengthened to take account of the extra traffic? Or if the
roads are damaged by the increased traffic will NB Clark pay towards the
repairs (a similar agreement was in place with UK Coal previously)?

No, the transport assessment deemed that the roads are robust enough to
cope with lorry traffic, and the volume of traffic was not enough to cause
damage to the roads. There will be fewer and lighter vehicles using this site
than was the case when UK Coal operated there. NCC Highways Dept will
carry out its own assessment of any traffic issues and has the right to impose
restrictions on vehicles using the site. Any such restrictions will be adhered to
by NB Clark. NCC also has the right to charge NB Clark if its vehicles do
damage the road.

The roads to and from the site are narrow and lorries are currently required to
use the verge in order to turn. Will the roads be widened to take account of
the extra traffic, and to allow lorries to pass each other more easily?

No, the transport assessment deemed that the roads are wide enough to
accommodate two lorries passing each other. Any restrictions or
requirements set by NCC Highways Dept will be followed by NB Clark.

Will this site mean that there is more freight put on to the railways, and in turn
will this affect passenger services?

The schedule for the trains is not yet known, but there are anticipated to be
only 3 additional trains per week coming to the site; this volume will not affect
existing freight or passenger schedules. NCC is supportive of the principle of
moving more road freight onto the railways.
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In order to fit with the railway timetable is it likely that trains will be required
to off-load on non-working days of the week (that is, will the railway operators
put pressure on the site to load or unload on a Sunday)?

No, if any incoming loads do arrive on a Sunday they will be parked and not
off-loaded until the site opens.

Would it not be more appropriate for this plant to be located at the Alcan site
at Lynemouth, or even somewhere more central in the UK (rather than
transporting materials up to Northumberland)?

There is no economically viable way to bring in the primary aggregates to the
former Alcan site (now known as Lynefield Park); and as already stated these
minerals are in short supply in the county. NB Clark feels the Butterwell site is
the one most appropriate for its needs, and the development will bring
investment and jobs to the area.

The most direct route from the Al to and from the site is via Longhirst village.
Is there a guarantee set down in the planning application that site traffic will
not come through Longhirst village?

The approved route is set down in the planning application, and that route
avoids Longhirst village. NB Clark will seek to enforce that with drivers.

Air Quality / Dust

The previous coal-washing at the site when operated by UK Coal did create
significant amounts of dust that did travel and settle on neighbouring
properties, particularly on windy days. What will NB Clark do about the
potential for dust to be spread from the site to neighbouring properties?

The main opportunity for dust to arise will be when incoming materials are
off-loaded. Water sprayers will be used during off-loading to suppress any
dust at source. The activities at this site are significantly less messy than for
an opencast mine.

What about the dust that the lorries will bring in on the vehicles, and the dust
that they will churn up by their movements in and out of the site?

NB Clark does not expect these vehicles to be coated in dirt as they will be
driven on roads (not over muddy fields) and will be working on hard surfaces
when within the compound.

Will vehicles be washed before leaving the site?

No, this is not deemed necessary for the reasons given above.

Will there be air quality monitors on the site perimeter?

This site is much smaller in scale than the previous UK Coal operation,
therefore air quality monitors have not been deemed necessary.

Other environmental concerns

Where will the water come from that the site will use (will it come from
existing wildlife ponds)?
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The site will be self-sufficient in its use of water; it will be collected from
natural catchment sources on the 28 hectare site. No water will be taken
from wildlife ponds.

b Where will the contaminated water go (will it be released into the Lyneburn)?
Contaminated water will be cleaned in settling ponds and then re-used. No
contaminated water will be released into local water courses.

c Will the water quality be tested?

All testing will be done at source, and all water use will adhere to the relevant
legislation and permits.

d How will contamination of secondary aggregates be handled?

All secondary aggregates will be tested at source for contamination before
being brought to the site; anything brought in will be identified before it
arrives and stored appropriately.

e What is the carbon footprint of these lorries? How does NCC justify their use
when its stated aim is to reduce the county’s carbon footprint.

The carbon footprint of the lorries has not been calculated. All development
has some level of carbon footprint. Unfortunately at this time there is no
‘green’ alternative to the use of HGVs though the technology may change in
time. These issues would apply wherever the site was situated.

f When UK Coal operated the site it offered a financial contribution as
compensation to the community - does NB Clark intend to do the same?
No, because this proposal is much smaller, creating far less disturbance to
residents.

g If the proposal is approved, would NB Clark agree to an annual meeting with
the Parish Council and residents where any issues of concern could be raised?

Yes, NB Clark would be happy to do that.

The Chair thanked everyone for attending, and to Barney Corrigan for his time. The Chair
also thanked Longhirst Colliery Association for the use of the hall.

CLOSE OF MEETING AT 9.25PM
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