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Campaign to Protect Rural England
CPRE fights for a better future
for England’s unique, essential
and precious countryside. From
giving parish councils expert
advice on planning issues to
influencing national and
European policies, we work to
protect and enhance the
countryside.
We believe a beautiful,
thriving countryside is
important for everyone, no
matter where they live.
Nationally, we don’t own land
or represent any special
interests. This differentiates us
from organisations like the
National Trust and the
Countryside Alliance.
Our members are united in
their love for England’s
landscapes and rural
communities, and stand up for
the countryside, so it can
continue to sustain, enchant
and inspire future generations.
We’ll be stronger by being
inclusive – CPRE is for
everyone.
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Chair’s Desk
My term as Chair of CPRE NE is now
coming to a close. The post is
currently being advertised and I hope
a successor will soon be found. I do
not finish until July but if anyone is
interested in applying, I will be
happy to say what it involves and
help with any application.
It has been quite busy since my
last report. Housing applications
have been coming in thick and fast
and we have been struggling to get
our points heard. I remain
unconvinced that our local
authorities are giving proper weight
to saved policies (even if out of date)
in accordance with the Court of
Appeal’s judgement in the
Richborough case. Of particular
concern has been the way that
permission has been granted for the
Woolsington Hall application in
Newcastle (which has needed a
significant incursion into the green
belt) and the failure of the Secretary
of State to call the application in. It
may well now be “water under the
bridge” but there is concern
nationally about the way Green Belt
and land of higher designation (eg
Areas of Outstanding Natural Beauty
(AONB)) is being released for
housing. In Durham, there is an
application for the significant
redevelopment of Finchale Training
College for 100 houses, a proposal for
housing on a brownfield site in the
Green Belt. CPRE Durham has
objected on the ground that,
although a brownfield site, it is
detached from the built area of
Durham City and will impact on the
4

openness of the green belt. It will be
interesting to see how the
application is determined.
As I indicated last time, the
preparation of local plans has again
come to the fore. Nic Best attended
many sessions of the North Tyneside
Examination in Public in November.
Hartlepool has produced its pre
submission draft and CPRE Durham
has made a number of
representations to it. Co Durham has
put its proposals on hold pending the
publication of the government’s
White Paper on housing. By the time
this has been considered, there are
likely to be elections in Durham so
purdah will apply and it is unlikely
that any proposals will be published
before May/June. And
Northumberland, South Tyneside,
Sunderland, Middlesbrough and
Darlington are at various stages of
preparation.
The White Paper is creating
considerable interest. CPRE National
Office has made a number of
proposals to this document, most of
which I understand have been
accepted. But there is still cause for
concern and we will have to wait and
see just what the published proposals
are. Realistic housing assessments
and use of brown field first are of
particular interest. [The White
Paper was finally published 7th
February 2017, see page 6].
Of the major proposals in our
Region, Druridge Bay open cast
public inquiry is due to start at the
end of May. Although CPRE has not
been over-involved in this case, we
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have now been asked if we can
provide a witness for the public
inquiry. The proposals for the
International Advanced
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) in South
Tyneside/Sunderland are progressing.
Consultation has been taking place
for a Development Consent Order
(DSO) under the Nationally
Significant Infrastructure Project
procedure. We have again responded
to this important consultation for a
major employment development in
our Region. Meanwhile, we wait to
find out what will happen with the
car park applications for the Kynren
events in Bishop Auckland. The
importance of Kynren to the local
economy cannot be overstated but
the parking arrangements last year
caused considerable concern in the
village of Toronto and still remain
unresolved.
Finally, I am hoping we may
have some significant improvements

in the way we work. I have been
speaking with the chairs of CPRE
Yorkshire and Humber and CPRE
North West about sharing facilities.
This is at early days yet but there
may well be some advantages in
retaining our independence but
sharing assets and expertise and it
follows discussions between us at the
last Regional Chairs’ meeting in
London. In addition, steps are now
underway to bring someone in to
help promote what we do with the
press and on social media. This is
now progressing to the point where
we have appointed someone to carry
out this work for a trial period. It
will be great if this leads to a greater
interest in CPRE and an increase in
membership. I have been talking
about something like this for some
time – now it is becoming a reality.
Hopefully, we can give more details
about this in our next issue.
Richard Cowen, Chair, CPRE NE
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*****
Stop
press

Housing White Paper
“Fixing our broken housing market”

*****
The Government's long awaited
Housing White Paper, Fixing our
broken housing market, with the
potential to make so much difference
to the housing we build and
where, was published Tuesday 7th
February 2017. To find a copy on the
internet go to:
https://www.gov.uk/government/
publications/fixing-our-brokenhousing-market
This page also has a link to a
number of additional documents,
including the Minister’s
announcement in Parliament and a
press statement both of which have
information on the content of the
White Paper. It also links to a
consultation which runs until the 2nd
May 2017
CPRE’s initial reaction
CPRE National Office has published
an initial reaction/sound bite at:
http://www.cpre.org.uk/mediacentre/sound-bites/item/4511housing-white-paper-cpre-reaction
which reads:
“The Campaign to Protect Rural
England (CPRE) broadly welcomes
today’s Housing White Paper, Fixing
our broken housing market, in
particular its focus on addressing
market failure in the house building
industry.
6

Shaun Spiers, chief executive of the
Campaign to Protect Rural England
said:

more homes, but it is also essential
to do so in ways that have popular
support. The focus on brownfield
development and other measures in
the White Paper will help with that
agenda. We now look forward to
measures to ensure that housing
targets are reasonable, deliverable
and focussed on affordability.”

“We welcome the White Paper’s
promise to address failings of the
housing market, rather than just
meddle with the planning system.
Builders must build, not just sit on
land. We look forward to seeing the
Government’s plans to turn unused
planning permissions into homes, and
brownfield sites regenerated to bring
new life to towns and cities.
“If the focus is on genuine
need, achievable targets and good
quality design that fits with the local
environment, we can build homes the
country needs without losing further
precious countryside.”
The White Paper promises a
further consultation on how local
authorities should calculate housing
need. For those concerned about our
countryside, the outcome of this
consultation is the acid test. Until
local authorities are able to set
realistic and deliverable housing
targets, with an emphasis on meeting
genuine need rather than aspirational
demand, the countryside and Green
Belt will continue to be threatened
by poor quality and speculative
development.
Shaun Spiers concluded:
“The Government has made a good
start in this White Paper and
Ministers should be congratulated for
listening. It is vital that we build

There will be further comment
and analysis in the coming days so
check out www.cpre.org.uk,
especially the Comment section. As
a starter there’s an idea of what is in
the White Paper at http://
www.cpre.org.uk/magazine/opinion/
item/4512-housing-white-paper

*****

Trees for Teesdale
Along with tree
planting groups in
Mickleton
and Gainford, the
new Barnard
Castle group is
building stock
proof enclosures
for trees

Abbreviations
ADAS

Environmental consultants

AONB

Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty

CO2

Carbon Dioxide

CPRE

Campaign to Protect Rural
England

DCC

Durham County Council

DCLG
DCO

IAMP

International Advanced
Manufacturing Park

LNP

Local Nature Partnership

NDP

Neighbourhood Development
Plans

NEEFM

North East England Farmers’
Markets

Department for Communities
and Local Government

NPPF

National Planning Policy
Framework

Development Consent Order

PRoW

Public Right of Way
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In these busy
days we can
easily be
forgiven for a
mad “one
dash does it
all” to our
nearest
supermarket.
However are
we in danger
of losing
more than
just local
New pocket guide
shops and
producers? Are we really looking at
the bigger picture as we desperately
make a grab for the last bag of Spanish
applies on the shelf? Who cares, it’s
just an apple after all - or is it?
Buying locally produced produce
is so much more than just buying
British. Local produce not only tastes
great but helps the environment and
the local economy, it can be exciting,
invigorating, sociable, mentally
stimulating and satisfying. So let’s
take stock for one moment and think,
if we buy the first apple/tomato/
lettuce that we pick up what are we
actually buying into?
Local food is fresher, it hasn’t
travelled thousands of miles. It’s more
than likely been grown 10-30 miles
away, and you may be buying straight
from the farm that produced it.
Therefore this produce has probably
been harvested in the last 24 hours
rather than over a week ago and kept
refrigerated for all that time
journeying by rail, road, sea or air,
further refrigerated storage and finally
on the road again to arrive at the
supermarkets.
Eating fruit and veg in season
means you appreciate that cauliflower,
potato or sweetcorn all the more.
8

Local Food
Buying foods grown or produced close
to home ensures you will be less likely
to be contributing to rainforests being
cleared to graze cattle for instance.
As importantly it helps to maintain
farm land and green spaces near to
where you live. If the local farmers
are unable to keep their farms viable
then they may decide to sell up and
it’s likely land will be bought by
developers.
Knowing where your food comes
from and how it’s produced makes
your meals more personal, the
challenge of using seasonal fruit and
veg in your recipes leads to more
interesting mealtimes and buying
locally keeps money spent local—
supporting restaurants that use local
produce, farmers markets and local
cooperatives ensuring profits benefit
producers rather than the big business
supermarkets.
For some, buying local can be a
social exercise, the sellers and
producers end up on a first name basis
and give a more personal service such
as putting by that favourite variety of
tomato for you.
So it’s not just an apple after
all - it’s helping to preserve our way
of life, the countryside we all love,
that apple is contributing to
supporting our local economy and
even meeting likeminded people.
For more information and to
download the new CPRE local food:
your pocket guide go to:
http://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/
farming-and-food/local-foods/
item/4475-local-food-your-pocketguide or email your postal address to
cpre.durham@yahoo.co.uk for a hard
copy of the A5 booklet.

Food Durham:
working for a greener,
healthier, fairer food
system
Food Durham is the working name for
the County Durham Food Partnership.
We are part of a network of similar
groups across the country campaigning
and working for changes in our food
system under the banner of
Sustainable Food Cities (http://
sustainablefoodcities.org/about). We
are funded by The Tudor Trust, The
Esmée Fairbairn Charitable
Foundation, and the County Durham
Community Foundation
Our beginnings pre-date the
Food Cities network. Our first project
ran from 2011 – 14 when we set out to
develop a Sustainable Local Food
Strategy and to set up a Food
Partnership. Our focus was very much
on sustainable local food, which we
defined as ‘food that is produced and
consumed in or near Co Durham that is
healthy for people and the planet, and
supports our local economy’. We
adopted a broad framework that
encompassed a holistic approach to

Participant workshop

food, recognising that provenance is
no guarantee of quality, sustainability
or health benefits. Our Food Charter
summarises the Strategic Aims of the
Strategy, which has formed the basis
of the direction of our work post 2014.
We took a highly participative
approach to developing the Strategy,
involving many organisations and
interested individuals through
workshops and meetings. In this way
we were able to gradually build up the
Partnership membership at the same
time and gain support and ownership
of the document across a broad
spectrum of interests.
The reasons for developing this
work lie ultimately in the global
industrialised food system that has
blossomed since WWII. The need to
focus on increased production in the
post war era resulted in policies and
approaches that transformed the
agricultural sector and that met their
policy goals with much success.
However, combined with increasing
globalisation of trade in all sectors the
pursuing of this policy let to
unintended consequences in terms of
environmental damage, resource
depletion, unequal distribution,
reducing returns for primary
producers, high levels of food waste at
all stages of the food system, and a
growth in unhealthy diets.
Concentration of power in the food
9

Food Durham

(cont.)

chain, for example in the retail sector
and global corporations, reduces
choice for both consumers and
producers. There is now a general
recognition that change is needed, but
there is no consensus across the board
on the type of change needed.
However, this crisis in the food system
has produced a growing sustainable
food movement that manifests in
various forms, of which local food
partnerships and food policy councils
are one expression. This movement
challenges assumptions such as the
need to produce yet more food to
feed the growing global population,
preferring instead to address issues of
food waste and poor distribution.
Methods of production based on
Agroecology (the application of
ecological concepts and principles to
the design and management of
sustainable farming systems, see Silici,
L. (2014) Agroecology, what is it and
what has to offer. http://
pubs.iied.org/pdfs/14629IIED.pdf) are
favoured, along with shorter and more
transparent supply chains, dietary
changes (eg eating ‘less and better
meat’) and closer relationships
between producers and consumers
through direct selling and models such
as Community Supported Agriculture.
Our Work
We now work across a broad spectrum
of issues including public sector food
procurement, food and health, and
community growing. We have explored
and disseminated good practice in
procurement in the public sector with
Durham University setting an excellent
example for which they have received
several awards, including Gold Green
10

Apple Environment Award 2014 and
Footprint Award for sustainability in
education 2014, and succeeded in
increasing the use of locally produced
foods. Durham County Council (DCC)
have introduced Sustainable Buying
Standard for food and catering
services and are working on drafting a
Sustainable and Healthy Food Policy.
Our public health team (DCC)
take a lead on a food and health
action plan aimed at addressing issues
such as healthy diets, improving
access to healthy food and restricting
access to unhealthy food.
In 2016 Durham City became
the second city in the country to be
awarded Sustainable Fish City status
as a result of our
participation in the
national campaign
administered by
Sustain. Through
the pledges signed
by business and
organisations we
influenced 12.5 million meals/year
locally, plus a pledge from Tiffins
sandwiches, who serve 7million
sandwiches a year nationwide. If you
order a fish meal in a café or
restaurant in Durham City it will
almost certainly be sustainably
sourced.
This year we will be launching a
Sugar Smart City campaign, working
with local organisations and businesses
to reduce sugar intake.
The main focus of our work now
is in the two areas of community
growing and creating a more efficient
local food supply chain.
Growing Durham
Growing Durham is supporting groups
across the county, creating a network
of new and diverse community

growing schemes that will help to
improve everyone’s access to fresh
vegetables, herbs and fruit. We
employ two part time community
workers who act as facilitators and
enablers, helping groups to achieve
their goals.
The projects we have worked
with span a wide variety of models
and approaches and include a garden
run by residents of a supported living
home, a community orchard,
community gardens, single plot
gardens and a Children’s Centre
project, or even starting a social
enterprise. We want to help people
make the most of the green space
around them.
We have also run a series of
practical skill building sessions on
composting, winter fruit pruning,
water management, keeping chickens
and a seed and seedling swap.
Durham Food Hub
This work aims to create a new
infrastructure that will facilitate trade
between local food producers and
businesses. If successful it has the
potential to increase local food
production both by creating more
demand for existing suppliers and by
bringing new suppliers into this
market. Our research and local assets
pointed to a business to business hub
to begin with, but we hope to be able
to expand to individual consumers in
the future.
A local food hub should
facilitate (i.e. make easier) trade for
both producers and buyers and create
a more efficient local supply chain. If
local supply chains can be made more
efficient and accessible local
producers will have more confidence
to supply the local market. It must
also provide an easier route to

Winter Pruning

procurement for businesses at a price
they are willing to pay. It should
enable smaller producers to achieve
economies of scale and share risk by
working cooperatively. It should also
promote environmental and social
sustainability at all stages of the food
chain.
What do we mean by ‘local food’?
For the purposes of the Hub we define
local food as food that is produced
within County Durham or within a 50
mile (80 kilometre) radius of the
business outlet. We acknowledge that
for some products we may initially
need to look to the region for supply,
at least until it becomes available in
the County.
How will it work?
We are working in partnership with a
local wholesaler who is already
experienced in sourcing and delivering
local food products. Food Durham
appointed a Food Hub Manager in
January (part time) to work with
suppliers and buyers to establish
trading arrangements through the Hub
and provide support with marketing,
standards, product development, etc.
It is early days, but we hope that in
the longer term this project will
become a vehicle for the
transformation of the local food sector
in Co Durham and beyond.
Dr Liz Charles, Food Durham

http://fooddurham.net/
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North East England Farmers’ Markets
Please confirm details before travelling
Farmers' Markets
Alnwick
Barnard Castle
Brampton
Durham
Gibside
Gibside
Greenhead
Hartlepool
Hexham
Hexham
Houghton (Nr Carlisle)
Kirkley Hall
Middlesbrough Stewart Park
Morpeth
Newcastle
Saltburn
Sedgefield
Stockton
Stokesley
Sunderland
Tynemouth
Wynyard Hall
Yarm
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January February March
27
24
31
none
4
4
28
25
25
19
16
16
none
4
4
none
18
18
8
12
12
14
11
11
14
11
11
28
25
25
14
11
11
29
26
26
29
26
26
7
4
4
none
3
3
none
none
11
none
5
5
none
none
none
7
4
4
27
24
24
21
18
18
none
none
none
8
12
12

2017

www.neefm.co.uk

April
28
1
29
20
1
15
9
8
8
22
8
30
30
1
7
8
2
22
1
28
15
16
9

May
26
7
27
18
5
19
14
13
13
27
13
28
28
6
5
13
7
27
5
26
19
21
14

June
30
3
24
15
3
17
11
10
10
24
10
none
25
3
2
10
4
24
3
23
17
18
11

July
28
1
29
20
1
15
9
8
8
22
8
30
30
1
7
8
2
22
1
28
15
16
9

August September October November December
25
29
27
24
5
2
7
4
2
26
30
28
25
17
21
19
16
21
5
2
7
4
2
19
16
21
18
13
10
15
12
10
12
9
14
11
9
12
9
14
11
26
23
28
25
12
9
14
11
27
24
29
26
none
27
24
29
26
5
2
7
4
2
4
1
6
3
1
12
9
14
18
6
3
1
5
3
26
23
28
25
5
2
7
4
2
25
22
27
24
19
16
21
18
20
17
22
none
none
13
10
15
12
10

Community Markets
Ingleby Barwick
Whitley Bay (Green Beans)

none
29

none
26

5
26

2
30

7
28

4
25

2
30

6
27

3
24

1
29

5
26
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Local Food Markets
Jesmond Food Market
Middleton St George

21
none

18
5

18
5

15
2

19
1

17
4

15
2

19
6

16
3

21
1

11
5

9
3
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Our Green Belt: worth investing in
Green Belts must continue to fulfil
their primary aim: ‘to prevent urban
sprawl by keeping land permanently
open’. In preventing urban sprawl
and providing a sense of openness,
Green Belts create a place that has
huge amenity and natural capital
potential. Green Belts are also
intended to be a permanent
designation, with the ability to plan
for their long-term management.
This gives us a significant area of
land well worth investing in to make
the most of that potential.
CPRE’s “Our Green Belt”
campaign has shown us the many
ways that people use the Green Belt
for recreation and to connect with
nature.
The Tyne & Wear and Durham
Green Belts together cover 72,000
hectares. This land offers a unique
opportunity to create and restore
natural habitats at a sufficient scale
to re-establish ecological networks
threatened by development or
intensive agriculture - and to help
meet the Government’s target of
planting 11,000 trees by 2020.
Environmental consultants
ADAS have now produced a report for
CPRE, Nature Conservation and
Recreational Opportunities in the
Green Belt (www.cpre.org.uk/
resources/housing-and-planning/
green-belts/item/4452-natureconservation-and-recreationalopportunities-in-the-green-belt).
The aim of the report is to explore
those opportunities in land
designated as Green Belt in England
and consider examples where Green
14

Belt land had been successfully
improved. This study builds on the
2010 joint CPRE and Natural England
report Green Belts: a greener future
(www.cpre.org.uk/resources/housing
-and-planning/green-belts/item/1956
-green-belts-a-greener-future?).
Overall, ADAS found that the
Green Belt is a particularly valuable
part of the wider countryside in
terms of a dense public footpath
network, broadleaf and mixed
woodland, and local nature
reserves.
North East - Summary of findings
72,372 ha (about twice the size of
Newcastle upon Tyne’s urban area)
of the North East Green Belt is
Priority Habitat as defined in the
UK Biodiversity Action Plan. Within
this is:
4,600 ha of deciduous woodland.
336 ha of Local Nature Reserves,
though in contrast to other
areas of Green Belt, no new
LNRs have been created since
2010.
The average Public Right of Way
(PRoW) density is 15 metres per
hectare (m/ha), significantly higher
than for England as a whole (8 m/
ha). Within this there are 56 km of
National Cycle Network traffic free
routes. This shows that the
countryside in the Green Belt is
already very accessible with a good
PRoW network.
There are significant areas of historic
parkland, totalling just over 1,300
ha. The 2010 report found that
neglect of the landscape, including

areas of historic parkland, was a
particular cause for concern in the
North East. Recent events such as
the fire at Woolsington Hall suggest
that neglect of the historic
landscape on the fringe of Tyne and
Wear remains a serious problem.

outside London.
CPRE is urging the Government
to prioritise investment in natural
capital in the Green Belts in the 25
Year Plan for the Natural
Environment, particularly woodland
and wetland creation joined by
wildlife corridors to form a stronger
ecological network. Improvements
could be financed through targeted
incentives similar to the current
Countryside Stewardship Scheme.
The Lee Valley Regional Park,
London, established in 1967, has had
stable funding through the use of a
local levy in a number of local
authorities in and around Greater
London. This has enabled it to carry
out a programme of long-term
investment in recreational
opportunities and nature
conservation. Elsewhere, the lack of
sustainable funding is a major barrier
to implementing change. Within the
North East, the Local Enterprise
Partnership and local authorities
should look at using elements of the
Lee Valley funding model more
widely. Support for the use of such a
model could be sought through future
devolution deals.
Paul Miner, CPRE National Planning
Officer

The North East Local Nature
Partnership (LNP) was selected as a
case study. The LNP is creating a
landscape vision and its
geographical remit covers almost
all the whole Green Belt area. In
the Green Belt, the LNP is already
working to create an eco-corridor
at South Newsham near Blyth, an
area seen as having the poorest
ecological connections in
Northumberland. The new corridor
will be based around existing rivers
and woodland. The Northumberland
Wildlife Trust, a member of the
LNP, has led the creation of the
‘Northumberlandia’ landscape
sculpture of a reclining lady on an
old opencast mining site.
How can we invest in the
Green Belt?
The analysis gives a clear direction to
how we should invest in our Green
Belts. In particular there is an urgent
need to do more in the Green Belts

What can I do?
Have a look at
https://you.38degrees.org.uk/petitions/to-protect-english-green-belts
and see if you would like to sign

*
Contribute your story at
http://ourgreenbelt.cpre.org.uk/submit-your-story/
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This event gave a day packed with
interest to the fifty or more guests
and supporters of the
Northumberland Coast Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)
who assembled at the Westfield Park
Community Centre in Longhoughton
on Friday, 2 December. Cllr John
Woodman, Chair of the Partnership,
introduced the hand-picked team of
professionals who described their
current projects to us before a series
of guest speakers from various
spheres of life in the area spoke
knowledgeably and enthusiastically
about their work. Contributions came
in from so many different disciplines
and areas of expertise, and talk after
talk was so peppered with fascinating
facts and illuminating insights the
mind simply boggled at the scale of it
all.

Shutterstock
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Holy Island provided one focus
of interest. Richard Carlton of the
Peregrini Landscape Partnership
described how the community on the
island has been involved in an
archaeology investigation trying to
unravel and trace the relationships
between buildings and people back
into the past. Nick Lewis of the
National Trust explained just why the
iconic Lindisfarne Castle has had to
be closed for essential and farreaching repairs to its architectural
fabric, and showed us the sheer scale
of the task of remedying the
problems.
Research into sustainable
tourism by Sam Isaac brought us face
to face with the practicalities of an
industry vital to the economy of
north Northumberland, while a 'state
of nature' report from Mark Eaton,
Principal Conservation Scientist
with the RSPB, reminded us of one
of the key drivers of that tourism
industry, the bird life of the Farne
Islands.
A world away from this, the
vital role of RAF Boulmer in its
round-the-clock monitoring of the
UK's global air security held the
audience spellbound as Wing
Commander Gareth Taylor seeded
his talk with nuggets of insider
understanding about the arcane
mysteries of international military
politics. Conflicts from a by-gone
age were put in focus by Clive
Hallam Taylor, who has been
researching the Battle of Carham
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(on the Tweed, near Cornhill) in 1018
- or was it 1016? His experience
taught us how unreliable
contemporary accounts of mediaeval
history can be. But for sheer gutwrenching grip on the imagination
Jessica Turner's talk on the Bamburgh
Ossuary carried the day. It was
billed as the appetiser before lunch
and its images of the sad little piles
of bones dug up from the soft earth
at the foot of the huge lump of the
whin sill on which the castle stands
sent shivers through more than a few
stomachs. The research on the bones
and especially the teeth was
fascinating. Through chemical
analysis of dental material it was
possible to trace when and where the
living person had been brought up.
For one male character the results
suggested early 7th century and Iona,
offering the stunning possibility these

were the mortal remains of one of
the sons of King Aethelfrith, Oswald
and Oswy, who, after their father's
death in battle, fled with their sister
Aebbe to Iona in 618 AD. In all 105
skeletons were recovered and all
were interred in special re-humation
chests in a dignified ceremony in the
Church of St Aidan at Bamburgh.
Our day brought together so
many diverse lines of interest, all
rooted in the life of just one corner
of Northumberland, and gave a fine
sense of what a civilised society also
cares about alongside the day-to-day
concerns we all expect of our local
authorities. Northumberland County
Council, the Partnership and all
concerned have much to feel proud
of in their stewardship of the
Northumberland AONB, from the
evidence of this day.
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My favourite places

Catherine McKinnell, MP
The remains of a
shipwreck once stood on
the beach at Newton By
The Sea. Seaweed draped
and barnacle encrusted, it
has long since sunk
beneath the waves, but
Catherine McKinnell
remembers it clearly. It
was just one of the
treasures to be found in
the seaside village when she was a
little girl, on trips with her
family. "We went whenever we
could, weekends, day outings and
school holidays, any opportunity at
all.
Nothing has changed. Despite
a heavy parliamentary schedule. the
Labour MP for Newcastle North still
heads for Newton whenever she can
spare the time, regaling her children,
aged 9, 7 and 2, with stories of her
girlhood adventures among the rock
pools and over the shipwreck,
searching for crabs and sea
anemones, collecting driftwood,
taking long walks to Embleton and
beyond.
Today, she relives it all
through them. "We used to stay in
the square by the Joiners Arms when
I was young. Now we sometimes
rent a cottage, sometimes we camp,
but I can never wait to get there. It
is my favourite place, although I love
all the beauty and variety of
Northumberland. I love the castles,
our early Christian heritage, the
marvellous sense of history that
permeates the region. We are so
18

privileged to have such a
wonderful coastline, and
so fortunate that past
generations have cared
for it so well. It has
always been protected
and I hope it always will
be."
Of course, there
have been changes, but,
says Catherine,
"thankfully very few". She still knows
some of the villagers, though like so
many fishing villages, there are
fewer working boats now. The
Joiners Arms is no longer just a place
for the locals. Now it is
Gastropub, "Though they do lovely
food. Their fish and chips are
delicious - just thinking about it
makes me hungry. I could go there
right now".
That's not an option,
unfortunately, when so many
constituents are seeking help in these
unpredictable times. In addition to
her normal duties, she sits on the
Petitions Committee and Education
Select Committee in Westminster and
has just returned from a visit to
Berlin.
The duties of her career are
far from the peace and tranquillity
that Newton offers, which is why it is
so precious, regardless of the North
Sea chill. "Whatever the day brings,
we get out and enjoy it. You know
what they say: 'There's no such thing
as bad weather, just inappropriate
clothing.'"

Success: Blue House roundabout Newcastle City Council thinks again
Campaigners who opposed the Council's
plans for a new roundabout at the Blue
House are savouring a victory for
common sense and local democracy-inaction. The proposed plans, their
potential impact on parts of the Town
Moor and the events they triggered are
described in this personal report by our
acting Chairman, Professor Howard
Elcock.
Victory over the monstrous carbuncle
In July/August 2016 Newcastle City
Council announced a series of proposals
for highway schemes to be funded from
Northern Powerhouse funds, the most
ambitious of which was a plan for a huge
new layout to replace the Blue House
roundabout on the Town Moor. This
roundabout has its problems: it is very
congested in the morning and evening
rush hours; it is also one of the worst
places in Newcastle for minor road
accidents. The new design involved a
large oval roundabout some 80 metres
across, to be controlled by traffic lights
and accessed through a series of slip
lanes. It represented a major invasion of
much-valued parkland, taking over 25%
of Duke's Moor and 35% of Little Moor.
The opposition
This proposal aroused massive local
opposition, stimulated in part by John
Urquart and his colleagues from Save
Newcastle Wildlife, culminating in a
demonstration held on Duke's Moor on 21
August which I attended together with
around 1000 people. Meanwhile, CPRE
members took part in extensive local
leafleting. The scheme was also opposed
by the MP for Newcastle Central, Chi
Onwurah, who has valued the Town Moor
since growing up in the city.

The arguments against
On behalf of CPRE Northumberland I sent
a detailed letter of objection based on
these key points.



The planned layout is a 'gold-plated'
scheme, large, ambitious and costly
to excess.



The loss of open space on adjacent
Moors should be reduced to a
minimum. They are an aid to healthy
exercise, whereas the proposed
scheme would be likely to generate
more traffic and increase air
pollution.



Similarly, the removal of mature
trees is most undesirable. They
absorb CO2 and water, reducing flood
risk. Newly planted trees take a
generation just to begin to do the
same.



Much of the rush hour congestion is
caused by the school run. A more
extensive school bus system,
supported by escorted 'walking buses'
could reduce the problem
considerably.



The value of using alternative
transport could be enhanced by a
bus/ cycling lane running north to
south.



The current layout could benefit
greatly from traffic lights to even
out traffic flows and facilitate safe
crossing for pedestrians.

The result
On 24 August, democracy prevailed and
the Council withdrew the scheme for
extensive consultation before developing
another proposal. Such a victory is rare
but the taste is sweet!
Howard Elcock, Acting Chair, CPRE
Northumberland
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Neighbourhood Plans
CPRE has long advocated the
devolution of power on planning
decisions to the most appropriately
local level. Of course, we recognise
that some decisions need to be made
strategically – such as the broad
location of areas of growth to avoid
Green Belt and protected landscapes
– but communities at the level of
town and village are best placed to
make the most sustainable decisions
about the type of development they
need and where it should go. So
empowered, communities time and
again prove they are able to take
responsibility for making difficult
decisions, identifying the need for
development and actively promoting
it, when the same community may
have rejected similar proposals
imposed on them from a higher
authority or by speculative planning
applications.
Communities have always, in
theory, been able to influence
planning policies in their areas –
through engaging with local plans,
and by providing evidence to inform
planning decisions, for example in
Village Appraisals and Parish Plans,
although such measures were only
ever small pieces in a big jigsaw of
evidence supporting complex plans
prepared by district councils. The
Localism Act 2011 changed all of
that, by giving communities statutory
rights to make policies and decisions
about development in their areas.
The rights were vested in elected
town and parish councils, and, where
these did not exist, enabled the
creation of new bodies, called
20

‘neighbourhood forums’ (from now on
I shall call all of these
‘neighbourhood planning bodies’).
However, these are limited rights,
specifically aimed at giving
communities control over how
development takes place in their
area, and only a right over whether
development takes place if the
community wants development to
happen that would otherwise be
prevented by the policies of a wider
local plan, or national planning
policy.
In effect, the reason that the
Coalition Government was so keen on
neighbourhood planning was that
communities were saying that district
councils – and National Park
Authorities – had planning policies
that prevented development
happening that those communities
actually wanted. This particularly
applied to parish councils calling for
housing developments in villages, and
other communities that wanted local
infrastructure, including
decentralised energy generation
plants.
Local authorities preventing
small-scale, community-supported
developments in villages is an issue
recognised by CPRE, and we were
(and still are) a part of the Rural
Coalition when in 2010, under the
chairmanship of Matthew Taylor MP
(now Lord Taylor of Goss Moor), they
published “The Rural Challenge”,
which highlighted this issue and
called for more planning powers to be
devolved to communities.
The tools that government wanted

communities to use to get such
developments going were
“Neighbourhood Development
Orders” and “Community Right to
Build Orders”, which give the
neighbourhood planning bodies the
ability to in effect grant planning
permission for a specific proposal on
a particular site, or for specified
types of development subject to
criteria. In the event, very few
communities have bothered with
these (they are complicated and
fraught with problems).
Instead, over two thousand
communities have started work on
“neighbourhood development
plans” (NDPs) – although only around
250 have so far successfully
completed one. These come in all
shapes and sizes, and deal with all
kinds of issues – see, for example, our
briefing on those that had been
prepared up to September 2014.
NDPs are like mini-local plans. They
set out a community’s vision for its
future, and include policies and
proposals for how the community
wants development to take place.
As I noted above, NDPs can’t stop
development that is already
determined for an area, but they can
decide where that development
should go. A notable example is
Thame in South Oxfordshire. Here,
the district council had determined
how much development the town
needed to accommodate, but the
question of which sites would be
developed was proving controversial.
In the end, the district council
effectively delegated that
responsibility to the Town Council
through its neighbourhood plan, and
the community duly accepted the
challenge of identifying its own

preferred sites, rather than having a
large urban extension foisted upon
them.
NDPs can also set higher design
standards for new development than
is often specified in local plans or
national planning policy, especially
where this relates to locally
distinctive details, such as building
materials and common local
architectural features. Importantly,
the government’s planning policy (the
notorious National Planning policy
Framework (NPPF)) says, at para 185,
that the detailed policies of
neighbourhood plans “take
precedence over existing nonstrategic policies in the Local Plan”.
Another thing that NDPs can do is
inform the preparation of a local plan
(or its review if there is one in place).
Evidence supporting an NDP, and the
policies within it, can be critical in
this regard. CPRE will shortly be
publishing some guidance on using
“local landscape characterisation” to
inform neighbourhood plans. Having
a thorough understanding of what is
special about your local environment
is an essential part of protecting it.
So, while a neighbourhood plan itself
might not be able to stop
development proposals already
planned at a more strategic level, the
evidence gathered to support a
neighbourhood plan on the quality
and characteristics of the local
landscape could help to guide future
strategic policy. NDPs can also be
used to identify areas to be
designated as “local green space” – a
new designation introduced in the
NPPF (paras 76-78) which can have
the same protective power as Green
Belt (but cannot be “an extensive
tract of land”, whatever that means).
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Neighbourhood Plans
Our forthcoming guidance will have
further information on this too.
All of the above means that
neighbourhood planning is,
potentially, an extremely powerful
tool enabling communities to shape
development in their areas, including
getting development the community
needs but which isn’t supported by
wider policy, and with some scope to
influence, if not entirely put a stop
to, development imposed from
above.
BUT… (there’s always a “but”)
– neighbourhood planning depends on
the energy and stamina of volunteers.
There are now several highprofile cases of neighbourhood plans
being overruled or ignored in planning
decisions, whether by the district
council or the Planning Inspectorate.
It is fair to say that there are many
more cases of neighbourhood plans
being upheld, and planning decisions
being better as a result of them. It is
also true to say that there are usually
understandable (if frustrating)
technical reasons why neighbourhood
plans have been overruled, usually
relating to the meeting of unrealistic
housing targets (and that’s another
story entirely). Nonetheless, many
communities have been put off
starting (or completing) work on a
neighbourhood plan because they
don’t think that the effort they put
into it – in terms of their own time
and resources – will necessarily be
rewarded with the best planning
decisions. This is the reason why
CPRE has been working tirelessly to
give neighbourhood plans more
22

(cont.)

weight in the decision-making
process. Through last year’s Housing
and Planning Bill (now Act), we
campaigned with Civic Voice and the
National Association of Local
Councils, for a “neighbourhood right
of appeal”, giving neighbourhood
planning bodies the ability to appeal
against a council granting planning
permission for a proposal than
conflicted with an NDP. When the
government rejected that proposal –
after debates in both Houses – we
promoted a compromise option – a
“right to be heard” – that gave
neighbourhood planning bodies a
specific role in influencing the
planning decision. This caught the
government’s attention and they
promised to return to the issue in
either the Neighbourhood Planning
Bill or the Housing White Paper. They
have so far failed to come up with
anything that really does the job, and
we continue to lobby for effective
change to – in the words of the
government’s own manifesto
commitment – “encourage
communities engaged in
neighbourhood planning to complete
the process and to assist others to
draw up their own plans”.
To anybody who is concerned about
the balance between the effort
needed to do a NDP and the
effectiveness of the outcome, I would
say this: you’re better off with a
neighbourhood plan than without
one, and I would strongly recommend
having a look at the resources below.
Matthew Thomson, CPRE National
Head of Planning

Resources
Neighbourhood planning pages on
CPRE’s PlanningHelp website: http://
planninghelp.cpre.org.uk/improvewhere-you-live/shape-your-localarea/neighbourhood-plans
In particular, have a look at the good
practice case studies and interview
videos, which were prepared for the
neighbourhood planning roadshows
we held with Action with
Communities in Rural England and
DCLG in March 2016 (one of which
was in Bowburn, Co. Durham):
http://planninghelp.cpre.org.uk/
improve-where-you-live/shape-yourlocal-area/neighbourhood-plans/475good-practice-case-studies
Also, go to www.cpre.org.uk and put
“neighbourhood” into the search box
for further comment, opinion and
information.
The government’s own support for
neighbourhood planning, including
financial support, is channelled
through an organisation called
Locality. You can find out a lot more
from them: http://
mycommunity.org.uk/take-action/
Planning Aid England is a charity,
managed by the Royal Town Planning
Institute, that provides free and lowcost planning advice to communities
undertaking neighbourhood planning:
http://www.rtpi.org.uk/planningaid/neighbourhood-planning/
Other organisations involved in
neighbourhood planning activity
include:

Action with Communities in Rural
England (ACRE – the umbrella body
for rural community councils):
http://acre.org.uk/
National Association of Local Councils
(NALC – the umbrella body for town
and parish councils): http://
www.nalc.gov.uk/
BIMBY (Beauty In My Back Yard) – part
of the Prince’s Foundation: https://
www.bimby.org.uk
Publications
How to shape where
you live: a guide to
neighbourhood
planning

http://planninghelp.cpre.org.uk/
resources/publications
Planning and localism: choices and
choosing. Outlines many alternatives
to Neighbourhood Plans:
http://www.cpredurham.org.uk/
Planning%20and%20localism%20-%
20choices%20and%20choosing.pdf
CPRE Briefing: Neighbourhood Plans…
Explores neighbourhood planning
policies made 2012 to 2014 and seeks
to identify good practice community
groups might follow:
http://www.cpredurham.org.uk/
CPRE%20-%20Neighbourhood_Plans%20
-%20CPRE%20briefing%20-%
20December%20%202014.pdf

Live links at:
http://www.cpredurham.org.uk/neighbourhood_plan.html
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