
 

 

 
 

 
 

 

 

Statement – Akzo Nobel site, Littleborough, Rochdale 
 
 
A spokesperson for the Coal Authority confirmed that in its role as a statutory consultee in the 

planning process, its planning team has been providing responses to the local planning 

authority about this site since 2012.     

 

He added: “We utilise coal mining legacy information that has been lodged with us or our 

predecessor bodies. In addition to specific records of historic coal mining activity, our bespoke 

GIS based system also accounts for locations where unrecorded probable shallow coal workings 

are likely to have taken place, based on the presence/depth/quality/quantity of coal resources 

and the methods of working practices adopted over the centuries. 

 

“Our remit within the planning system lies as a statutory consultee dealing with the risks posed 

to developments by past coal mining activity. We do not provide responses in relation to the 

extraction of other minerals, such as clay, for which we have no statutory responsibility and no 

associated records. 

 

“Our current records for this site indicate the presence of two mine entries. Both of these have 

been treated to recognised industry standards and our previous comments noted that the 

development layout had been designed to avoid these features.   On the basis of the 

information we previously reviewed we raised no objection to the development as 

proposed.              

 

“Mr Cropper provides annotated letters from the planning teams records which he says,  

indicates that information was withheld in the formal response back to the local planning 

authority.  We have reviewed the information he supplied and can see where the 

misunderstanding may have come from.  

 

“The mining information team clarified and amended a misconception around the existence of 

the ‘Upper mountain’ seam. Our research of the area leads us to believe the seam is present 

under the site. However, it is quite thin and we believe this would have made it uneconomical 

to have been mined.  

 

“Having reviewed this letter it would appear that the response amended a misconception in 

light of technical advice received from our Mining Information Team, who are specialists in 

understanding geological data.   



 

 

 

“This was corrected retrospectively and is not the authority redacting any data. We do not have 

any records or evidence of workings in the Upper Mountain Seam beneath this site. The seam 

thickness is likely to suggest it would have been uneconomical to have been mined. However, 

the un-worked seam is highly likely to be present. 

 

“Our statutory role is to provide advice to local planning authorities as the decision makers. We 

expect planning authorities to ensure that applicants demonstrate that sites are safe and stable 

for proposed developments. This may result in them asking for a coal mining risk assessment in 

the first instance and if necessary, asking for additional information, including the carrying out 

of intrusive site investigations.” 

 

Ends….. 

   

 

  

 

 


