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 RESPONSE TO EXTENSION OF USE OF DURNFORD QUARRY 

Response to the North Somerset Council Planning Application notification referenced 

21/P/2520/EA1 and described as: Request for a Screening Opinion to determine the need for an 

Environmental Impact Assessment to revise the quarryworking and restoration scheme and 

extend the end date for quarrying by one year - THIS IS NOT A PLANNING APPLICATION - 

Durnford Quarry, Clevedon Road, Failand, Long Ashton. 

1. Tickenham Parish Council have ticked the neutral box but strongly support the need 

for an Environmental Impact Assessment to assess the current effects of the 

quarryworking and restoration scheme at Durnford Quarry, as the Council strongly 

objects to the proposal to extend quarry use by 12 months from 31 December 2022 

to 31 December 2023.  The current scheme (current planning permission 

[12/P/2223/F]) is causing traffic misery to the residents of Tickenham, as a direct 

result of the effect of quarry lorries, both laden and unladen, travelling through 

Tickenham on the B3128 and B3130 as opposed to using the A369 to gain access 

to and from the M5 Motorway. 

2. The document, digital file number: REQUEST_FOR_SCREENING_OPINION-

3087056 (referred to as “Screening Request” in its header) dated August 2021 

proposes to extend the use of the quarry by one year from 31 December 2022 to 

31 December 2023.  The current effect of quarry lorries (both laden and unladen) 

is currently unacceptable as is an additional 12 months of this traffic.  The Tarmac 

document states that: “The previous EIA assessed the effects of HGV movement 

on the local road network and concluded that there would not be unacceptable 

impacts.”. Tickenham Parish Council strongly dispute this erroneous statement.  The 

document continues by stating: “The additional HGV movements would remain well 

below the approved level of HGV movements and no further consideration is 

necessary.” Tickenham Parish Council strongly dispute this statement as there is no 

consideration of the effect of quarry lorries, both laden and unladen, through 

Tickenham on sub standard B roads, affecting the lives of Tickenham residents and 

the local school at Tickenham.  

3. Why does Tickenham Parish Council state that the B3130 through Tickenham is a 

sub standard B road.  In June 2019, Tickenham Parish Council arranged for a 2.3km 

topographic survey to be undertaken on the B3130 through part of Tickenham.  An 

analysis of this survey showed: 

a. Overall assessment 

i. Average road width is 6.258 metres compared with the 

requirement of 6.7 metres. 

ii. Average width of the Northern footpaths (where they exist) is 

0.787 metres, compared with the sensible requirement of 2 

metres 

iii. Average width of the Southern footpath (where it exists) is 

1.305 metres, compared with the sensible requirement of 2 

metres. 

b. Detailed assessment of the road width of the B3130 through Tickenham 

i. 16% of the road is compliant with the required width of 6.7 

metres 

ii. 62% has a road width less than 6.7metres but greater than 6 

metres 

iii. 21% has a road width less than 6 metres. 

iv. The minimum road width is 5.251 metres which is below that 

required for a bus route.  

v. In essence,84% of this 2.3km length of road through 

Tickenham is below the standards set by North Somerset Council 

for this type of highway. 
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c. Detailed assessment of the Northern footpath of the B3130 through the 

village of Tickenham 

i. 60% has no northern footpath 

ii. 1% has a footway of less than 1 metre wide 

iii. 27% has a footway of between 1 metre and 2 metres wide 

iv. 12% has a footway of acceptable standard being either 2 metres 

wide or greater 

v. In essence, 88% of the northern footway either does not exist 

or is below the required 2metre 

d. Detailed assessment of the Southern footpath of the B3130 through the 

village of Tickenham 

i. 19% has no southern footpath 

ii. 10% has a footway of less than 1 metre wide 

iii. 62% has a footway greater than 1 metre wide but less than 2 

metres wide 

iv. 9% has a footway of acceptable standard being either 2 metres 

wide or greater 

v. In essence, 91% of the southern footway either does not exist or 

is below the required 2metre standard. 

4. It should be borne in mind that the topographic survey, and associated analysis, was 

limited to the length of the B3130 through the most populated part of Tickenham. 

We would refer you to the 3 x 90º bends to the east of the survey area, the sub 

standard junction between the B3130 and B3128 and the problematic length of 

Tickenham Hill on the B3128. 

5. Tickenham Parish Council have no objection to the use of the quarry for the working 

and restoration scheme.  Tickenham Parish Council strongly object to the use of the 

B3128 and B3130 as a route for heavily laden and unladen lorries when the A369 

could be used to gain access to the M5 Motorway. 

6. Why does Tickenham Parish Council state that residents are currently living in traffic 

misery.  In August 2021, Tickenham Parish Council asked residents of Tickenham 

(via an online survey) questions about the traffic through Tickenham.  The survey 

had been occasioned by the numerous complaints from residents about traffic 

through Tickenham, many complaining about the devastating effects on their lives 

from large HGVs, particularly heavily laden – but also unladen – quarry vehicles. The 

response to this survey was huge – over 200 responses, in a small village with about 

300 dwellings! The results of this online survey showed that large HGVs and, in 

particular, quarry lorries were causing misery to residents in terms of: 

a. Noise 

b. Vibration 

c. Air pollution 

d. Pedestrians feeling unsafe due to lack of adequate footpaths 

e. Parents and others worried about the safety of school children walking to 

Tickenham Church of England Primary School which lies on the B3130 in 

Tickenham 

f. Number of HGV vehicles 

g. Speeding and aggressive HGV vehicles 

7. Tickenham Parish Council respectively request that an Environmental Impact 

Assessment, with the full involvement of Tickenham residents and Tickenham Parish 

Council, is undertaken, prior to any consideration of the extension of use of the quarry.  


