
HUNTINGTON LANE SURFACE MINE SITE

COMMUNITY LIAISON COMMITTEE & COMMUNITY FUND SUB-COMMITTEE

LITTLE WENLOCK 

MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY, 19th JULY, 2010 AT 7.00 P.M. IN LITTLE WENLOCK VILLAGE HALL 

PRESENT:
Peter Whittle (Chairman), Juliet Esp, John Ferrington, Debbie Goodman, Janet Higgs, Councillor Tracy Hope, Alan Lees, John Marcham, Councillor Jacqui Seymour, Roger Seymour and Peter Thomas 

IN ATTENDANCE:
Michael Barker (Head of Planning & Transport- T&WC), David Coxill (Principal Waste & Minerals Officer – T&WC) and Craig Ball (UK. Coal Ltd.), 

CLC34
APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE

Peter Greenwood, Pete Lambert, Julia Kaminski and WPC J. Macpherson

CLC35
MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD ON MONDAY, 21ST JUNE, 2010 
It was agreed that these were an accurate record of the meeting.

CLC36
MATTERS ARISING
(a) Section 106 Contribution from UK Coal Ltd./Road Work
Michael Barker said that a meeting had taken place between Telford & Wrekin Council and Little Wenlock Parish Council at which the issues relating to the road work had been explained.  There were two elements, the maintenance work and the creation of a new site access.  With regard to the maintenance work on the T junction, this would start on the 16th October, 2010.  The Council would issue the statutory three months notice of this work on the 20th July, 2010.  It was anticipated that both elements would be completed by mid-November 2010.


Craig Ball reported that the S106 contribution of £40,600 would shortly be made available to the Council.  He briefly explained the legal position whereby this needed to be tied into the implementation of the planning permission and start date. 

John Marcham gave details of the work that would be carried out from the junction of the A5223 along Coalmoor Road to Dog in the Lane and along Dog in the Lane to the site entrance of the Candles landfill site.  Craig Ball added that, in accordance with the Section 278 Agreement, UK Coal had already given notice of the commencement of the Section 278.  Discussions would take place between Telford & Wrekin Council, as the Highways Authority, and UK Coal to agree the best way forward on these works, a timetable for which would be drawn up.

In response to a question from Roger Seymour, Craig Ball confirmed that only light plant and vehicles would be used to undertake the Section 278 works.  

(b) English Heritage
Michael Barker said that he had written to English Heritage regarding the progressive damage to the SAM but, unfortunately, this had not been sent to the correct address.  He had sent a letter to the new address and was currently awaiting a response.  Given the increased number of tents and tunnels on the site, this was becoming an urgent issue.

(c) Warning Notice at the New Works Notice Board
John Marcham reported that this had not yet been done as he needed to liaise with David Coxill on the exact wording to ensure that no liability fell upon the Parish Council.

CLC37
REPORTS

(a) Telford & Wrekin Councillors
There was nothing to report.

(b) Telford & Wrekin Officers
David Coxill reported:

· He was currently awaiting PPC on noise, dust and blasting.  Determination of the Soil Management Strategy was partially delayed due to the need for further discussions between the Council, UK Coal and Natural England concerning the height of the soil and sub-soil mounds.  He had, that day, received from UK Coal the Ecological Mitigation Scheme in accordance with Condition 38 of the planning permission, which would go out to consultation with the Parish Council, Natural England and the Shropshire Wildlife Trust.  He would forward a copy to Alan Lees for the website.

· He had been contacted by Patrick Judson regarding a number of issues but had explained to him that these had been dealt with as reserved matters.  He had also raised the issue of the Private Members’ Bill which had been introduced in Parliament with the aim of creating a 500m buffer zone between opencast mining sites and residents properties.  Michael Barker advised that, if the Bill became law, he did not anticipate any significant change to the Huntington Lane site but suggested that this could be further explored with the local M.P.

(c) UK Coal Ltd.
Craig Ball reported:

· UK Coal was providing further clarification for the Environment Agency on the discharge consent and, as a result, had not yet been able to submit the Water Drainage Condition.

· The Ecological Scheme had been submitted and those relating to meeting the Plant Layout, Footpaths, and Complaints conditions were awaiting submission.

· It had now been decided to process the coal on site as a dry dig operation with no coal washing plant.  In response to a question from Roger Seymour he said that this would not necessarily result in increased dust as there would still be sufficient water on the site to dampen the dust using the onsite lagoons to supply water bowsers.  In addition, there would be water connections for site and office use and a wheel washing facility would be provided. 
· With regard to stripping the top soil from the site, he explained that this would only be done when the soil was dry and friable. i.e. it was weather-dependent.  This could not be done when the soil was wet as it would become compacted and damaged.  This should be done in accordance with the Soil Handing Strategy in order to keep it in good condition.  The stripping of soils would commence in the south first (Area A).  If there was insufficient time to strip the soils this year, then the operations would commence in Spring 2011.

· He confirmed that Peter Greenwood would be starting on site in the near future.  

· He confirmed that the dust monitoring at New Works had shown levels typical for a rural area.

CLC38
PROTEST CAMP ON SITE

WPC Judith Macpherson had been unable to attend the meeting but the Chairman reported on the current state of the camp.

CLC39
COMMUNICATIONS UPDATE

Alan Lees reported:

· The draft criteria and application form for grants from the Community Fund currently on the website would be removed as they would be replaced by the amended version to be discussed later in the agenda.  Once agreed, these would be placed on the website. 
· The HGC haulage routes and the latest site news had been placed on the website.
· He received several requests for grants for community projects but had directed the applicants to the criteria and forms. As yet these applications had not been received.  
CLC40
ISSUES FROM INDIVIDUAL MEMBERS OR RESIDENTS

There were none raised.

At this point in the meeting the Community Liaison Committee dealt with the remainder of the agenda items relating to the Community Fund Sub-Committee.

CLC41
MINUTES OF THE MEETING OF THE COMMUNITY FUND SUB-COMMITTEE HELD ON MONDAY, 21ST JUNE, 2010

It was agreed that these were an accurate record of the meeting.

CLC42
GRANT APPLICATION FORM AND CRITERIA FOR AWARDING GRANTS/NEW APPLICATIONS

David Coxill took the Committee through the draft documents.  They had been drawn up to provide a transparent process.  He was currently awaiting comments from a number of officers at T&WC.  Following a discussion on these it was agreed that the following amendments be made and a copy of the revised documents submitted to the September meeting:

Application form

· First page of application form amended to state that it could be completed and submitted electronically
· Postal address to be amended to: 
Huntington Lane Community Trust Fund,
c/o David Coxill,
Principal Waste & Minerals Planning Officer,

Telford & Wrekin Council,

Darby House,

Lawn Central,

TELFORD.

TF3 4AJA

Telephone:  01952-384236
· Q1.1 –to be amended to read ‘Organisation/applicant name’ and information to be requested to ascertain if this was an application from an individual.  Applications from individuals for their own benefit would not be acceptable but an application by an individual on behalf of a group for a project providing a community benefit would be.
Q1.3 – to be amended to allow for an application to be submitted by an individual on behalf of a group
· Q1.4 – to be amended to say that schools and health bodies were exempt from providing a copy of their audited accounts
· Q3.1 – HMC&E to be amended to HMRCE
· Q3.5 – to be taken out
· Section 4 – this had been drafted to include advice given on the Data Protection Act and was currently restricted to applications from private, public, voluntary and third sector organisations.  It was agreed that applications from individuals (on behalf of a group) should not be excluded and David Coxill agreed to seek further advice on this and to simplify the information set out.

· Until the final version of the form was agreed, informal applications would be accepted and formal proposals sought once the form was available.

Criteria

· The eligibility criteria were agreed as set out
· Should cover general community improvement projects and not just those in response to the impact of the mining operations

· Priority areas impacted upon by the mining were New Works, Huntington, Horsehay and Arleston.  If not enough grant applications from these areas were received then applications from a secondary, wider geographical area could be considered.

· Projects should be of long term and direct benefit to the communities and provide a legacy for the future

Spreadsheet

· Agreed – included provision for match funding but this would not be obligatory
Administration

· No Community Fund monies would be received until 6 months after the site came into operation and applicants should be notified of these and the applications placed on file.

· Applications received to be directed to T&WC for recording and for their credibility to be vetted.  They would then be passed to the Community Fund Sub-Committee for a decision on whether to grant or not.
Applications Received

· With regard to the application for 5 oak flower planters and 2 concrete slabs discussed at the meeting of the Sub-Committee on 21st June, 2010, Little Wenlock Parish Council had submitted a retrospective application for the cost of these to be reimbursed fro the Community Trust Fund.  It was agreed that this would not be permissible.
· A letter seeking a grant of £16,000 towards repairs to the churchyard at St. Lawrence’s had been received from the Parochial Church Council.  

· A letter had been received from residents in New Works asking if the Community Fund could be used to reduce their Council Tax.  The Sub-Committee agreed that this was not the purpose of the Fund.  Michael Barker advised that there was a separate process available for people seeking to have their Council Tax reduced due to adverse conditions.
The meeting ended at 8.30 p.m.
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