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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. 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. Nationally, we don’t 
own land or represent any 
special interests. This 
differentiates us from 
organisations like the National 
Trust and the Countryside 
Alliance. 

Campaign to Protect Rural England 
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Membership 

 

Enclosed with this Newsletter is a 
membership form.  If you are not a 
member please give thought to 
joining and supporting CPRE’s work, 
both local and national.  If already a 
member please pass it on to someone 
you consider would be interested.  
 
 

 

Disclaimer: The views expressed within 
this Newsletter are those of the authors.  

 

Photo credits: Cover Mike Quinn from 
www.geograph.org.uk/ and licensed for 
reuse under a Creative Commons 
Licence; p4 Gillan Gibson; p6 & 18 CPRE; 
p9 Les Ashworth; p10 & 11 Pitch Wilson; 
and p12, 15 & 24 Richard Cowen. 
 

Items for the next issue should be with 
the Editors by 1st April 2012.   
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Overview/|Newsletter 
 

First, may I thank people for their 
contributions to the former Overview.  
As is no doubt obvious, we have made 
many changes and hope this format is 
more “fit for purpose”.  But, as with 
any new or substantially changed 
product, there are bound to be 
teething problems.  We will keep this 
under review and any further thoughts 
from readers will be welcomed. 
 Not only are we changing the 
format, we are also changing the 
circulation list.  The idea is for this 
NEwsletter to be sent to members and 
be available for members of the public 
in libraries and also for organisations 
such as parish councils.  It is not our 
intention now to circulate to larger 
organisations unless we have a feature 
that will be of interest to them.  
Then, rather than send out hard 
copies, our intention is to send them 
an e-mail which we can then 
incorporate in the next NEwsletter. 
 

National Planning Policy Framework 
 

The other thing that readers must 
have noticed is the continuing furore 
about the draft National Planning 
Policy Framework  (NPPF).  Although 
the National Trust has perhaps hit the 
headlines more (no doubt because of 
its vastly larger membership), CPRE 
has been contributing in a major way.  
There has also been a welter of 
criticism from local planning 
authorities.  Of particular concern is 
the lack of a suitable definition of 
“sustainable development” and a 
“brown field first” policy. 
 At present the consultation 
period has closed, but it remains 
essential to keep up the pressure. 
There is likely to be a further draft 
which may also be subject to a limited 
consultation period.  It is impossible at 
present to say what amendments will 
be made to this draft and what form 
further consultation will take, but the 
Government still hopes to have the 
NPPF finalised by Spring next year. 

 All I can suggest now is 
that members still write to 
their MP about this issue.  As I 
have said above, it is 
essential that the pressure is 
maintained. 
 

Localism Act 2011 
 

The Localism Act has now 
received the Royal Assent.  
Not all is in force yet but 
Regional Spatial Strategies 
will now be a thing of the 
past.  Neighbourhood Plans 
will be a thing for the future.  
CPRE is involved in providing 

Chair’s Desk information about these. There have 
been pilot schemes in Allendale and 
Wallsend to see how neighbourhoods 
can plan for future development. 
 A joint event with other 
organisations was held in Bowburn on 
2 December to help explain 
procedures.  Gillan Gibson and I 
attended.  The event was well 
patronised.  While there are many 
parts of this new feature that are still 
developing, it is clearly important for 
communities to understand how they 
may contribute to the development of 
their area.  It must be stressed that, 
with the exception of designating 
“green spaces” in appropriate 
circumstances, Neighbourhood Plans 
are not vehicles to prevent 
development in the locality.  But they 
are tools to determine how the area 
should be developed provided they are 
in accordance with national and local 
plans and (if the NPPF is unaltered) 
the human rights of residents. To be 
successful, they will require effort, 
need to be reasonable and realistic 
and there must be significant 
consultation with the planning 
authority.  However sceptical one may 
be about such proposals, this is now 
law and I believe we should look to 
supporting communities to implement 
such Plans to the fullest advantage.  
Further events are proposed for the 
New Year. 
 The Act deals with many other 
issues, including of course the 
abolition of the Infrastructure 
Planning Commission and replacing it 
with a new unit within the Planning 
Inspectorate which will report to the 
relevant Secretary of State to 
determine the application.  The Isles 
Wind Farm proposal near Newton 
Aycliffe will of course be subject to 

this new procedure. At present, the 
relevant Secretary of State is the one 
who is responsible for that activity, in 
the case of The Isles the Secretary of 
State for Energy and Climate Change.  
This raises a very pertinent legal 
question as to whether the Secretary 
of State should decide such important 
matters in his own cause – can it really 
be seen to be a “fair trial” if he 
approves the scheme?  This has been 
raised with the IPC (Infrastructure 
Planning Commission) but they have 
indicated they have no jurisdiction in 
this respect.  Again people may like to 
write to their MP to question whether 
such a procedure is really fair (and 
indeed whether it could be open to 
legal challenge) 
 How all this will develop of 
course is a matter of some conjecture.  
These are “interesting times” and we 
will need to see how issues such as, 
say, Neighbourhood Plans, do impact 
on our workload – and, maybe more 
importantly, on our membership. 
 Finally, farewells and 
welcomes.  Rosie Whiteley has now 
left us after many invaluable years 
serving Northumberland and the 
Region as an administrator.  She will 
be missed.  Eileen McLeod has 
replaced her in Northumberland, but 
for the Region so far we have only 
been able to confirm Gillan Gibson 
and her husband Ken have taken over 
responsibility for publishing this 
NEwsletter. 
 In addition our Treasurer Ralph 
Fawcett has resigned after many years 
hard work, despite hectic work 
commitments.  We are grateful to him 
for his work.  I am pleased to say Ken 
Gibson has agreed to take on this role. 
Richard Cowen, Regional Chair 
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Richard Cowen with CPRE display at Bowburn event 
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CPRE published its 
Vision for the 
Future of Farming 
on 9th January. It 
will help to guide 
CPRE’s work on 
agricultural policy 
issues that have a 
role in creating the 
countryside set out 
in our 2026 Vision 
for the 
Countryside. 
 The farming 
vision pamphlet 
sets out a number 
of aspirations and policy measures 
that we would like to see introduced 
by 2026 to tackle a range of economic 
and environmental farming issues, 
both internationally and domestically. 
CPRE staff and volunteers have been 
working on developing the farming 
vision over the past two years. 
 Following publication we are 
planning on holding a number of 
seminars throughout the year with 
volunteers and farming policy experts 
to consider what action is needed to 
bring about the changes to agricultural 
policies that will help to deliver our 
vision. 
 In summary we will be working 
towards achieving our aspirations in 
the following ways: 
• Campaigning for the Common 

Agricultural Policy to be reformed 
so that it rewards farmers for the 
full range of environmental public 
goods and services they provide. 

• Supporting locally produced food 
and campaigning for a joined up 

approach to farming, food 
production and environmental 
policy. 

• Supporting environmentally 
sustainable food production that 
enhances landscape character and 
campaigning against the unfair 
practices of large food processors 
and retailers. 

• Pressing for more resources for  
agri-environment schemes and 
championing landscape character 
across all areas of rural policy. 

• Lobbying for changes to 
Government policy and the 
introduction of support measures 
that help the various farming 
sectors become more sustainable 
environmentally, socially and 
economically. 

Copies of the pamphlet are available 
from CPRE branches or can be 
downloaded from www.cpre.org.uk/
resources. 
Ian Woodhurst, CPRE National Office 

CPRE - a Farming Vision 
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Over in East Cleveland life has been 
very quiet in relation to planning 
applications. 
 However, in the New Year, I am 
anticipating an application from 
energy company Infinis to erect four 
wind turbines, each 115m high, on a 
ridgeline known as Beacon Moor, a 
prominent—and popular—area located 
approximately two miles north of 
Guisborough. 
 Beacon Moor rises to a height of 
170m, consequently it is visible from 
all the local towns and villages.  The 
historical village of Upleatham sits on 
the southern flank, whilst New Marske 
is to the north.  The villages have 
formed action groups to tackle this 
issue. 
 It is an area popular with 
walkers, cyclists and horse riders and 
there is a trail linking various 
woodcarvings. 
 Clearly, the erection of these 
wind turbines, which equate to the 
height of Blackpool Tower, would have 
a significant visual and social impact 

on the community, as well as the 
wildlife known to inhabit the area. 
 Once again it would be a case of 
developers making money at the 
expense of local people and for a 
minimal return in terms of energy. 
 Regarding other matters, during 
this year: 
• Redcar & Cleveland Borough 

Council has reorganised its Local 
Strategic Partnership, which has 
seen the Environment Group 
disappear in its own right. 

• The Tees Valley Rural Community 
Council (TVRCC) has sought to 
establish an East Cleveland Rural 
Forum, which brings together 
everybody interested in local rural 
issues, eg transport, affordable 
housing, access to the internet, 
etc.  Topics are discussed in 
conjunction with local providers, eg 
Arriva, and appropriate 
information/comment is fed into 
the Local Strategic Partnership. 

Stuart White 

East Cleveland report 

 

 - the countryside campaigners 



Durham News 
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A pristine area of Green Belt land 
adjacent to the ancient Roman Road 
of Dere Street is under threat from 
open-cast mining.  The proposed site 
is near the small settlement of 
Whittonstall in Northumberland but 
will be highly visible over a wide area, 
including parts of Ebchester and 
sections of the Derwent Walk. 
 Opencast proposals were 
refused in 1978, but a new proposal 
has now been submitted by UK Coal 
covering a seven year period, although 
campaigners fear that if successful 
this will be considerably extended to 
exploit other nearby coal deposits. 
 “The planning case against this 
proposal is extremely strong” said 

CPRE Campaigner Les Ashworth. “It 
will have a severe impact in terms of 
visual degradation over a wide area, in 
terms of noise, dust, and disturbance 
to local residents, and not least will 
impact adversely on local businesses 
dependent on tourism.  The 
countryside, its character and its 
ecology will be changed permanently 
if this goes ahead”. 
 An active opposition group is 
leading the campaign against the 
opencast and further information can 
be seen at: 
www.whittonstallactiongroup.co.uk. 
Les Ashworth, Northumberland 
 
 

Opencast threat to historic green belt 
Whittonstall, Northumberland During the last quarter, the following 

points of interest have occurred that 
are not considered elsewhere in this 
issue 
 

1. Force Garth Quarry 
 An application has been made for a 

review of the old mining permission 
for the quarry at Force Garth, just 
above High Force in Teesdale.  
Although this may cause 
considerable concern and may take 
some time for the council finally to 
determine, the quarry in fact has 
permission dating from the 1940’s 
for a much larger area than they 
have worked to date or even 
included in this application.  There 
has already been one review in the 
1990’s and the purpose is to 
determine more modern conditions 
for it.  If anyone would wish to 
comment on this application 
perhaps they could let me know, 
but this should be done as soon as 
possible. 

 

2. Moor House Wind Farm, 
Darlington 

 This application was refused in 
November 2010 and the developers 
appealed, but they also made a 
revised application. That revised 
application has now been approved 
by Darlington on the Chairman’s 
casting vote.  At the time of 
writing, the appeal has not been 

withdrawn but this is anticipated 
once the actual certificate for the 
revised application is issued. 

 

3. Lamb’s Hill wind farm, Stockton 
Permission was quashed for legal 
reasons but has now been 
re-determined.  The Council again 
approved the scheme on the 
Chairman’s casting vote. 

 

4. Foxton wind farm, Sedgefield 
 The applicants have appealed 

against non-determination.  The 
matter has been considered by the 
Council in early December who 
resolved that they would have 
refused permission.  An informal 
hearing will be held on 28th and 
29th February 2012. 

 

5. Local Nature Partnership 
 Gillan Gibson and I attended an 

event to consider the formation of 
a Local Nature Partnership to cover 
the lowland area of County 
Durham, Gateshead, South 
Tyneside and Sunderland.  A 
number of people attended 
representing many organisations 
from all these areas.  Work is still 
progressing on this being approved 
by the Government and the views 
of those present seemed to support 
moves to carry on with developing 
a partnership. 

Richard Cowen 
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CPRE has been involved in two 
planning inquiries during October and 
November. The first was an 
application to opencast mine at a site 
called Bradley between Dipton and 
Leadgate in County Durham.  The 
second application was for "enabling" 

development at Hamsterley Hall near 
Hamsterley Mill, also in County 
Durham.  Both lie within the Derwent 
Valley. 
 Unfortunately, in both 
applications Durham County Council 
planners had recommended approval 

though County Councillors 
overturned the 
recommendations and 
voted against approval.  
This resulted in appeals in 
both cases with public 
inquiries being held, the 
opencast inquiry starting 
in October and running 
for 4 weeks, with the 
Hamsterley Hall inquiry 
over-lapping for 2 weeks 
in November.  The fact 
that the planners had 
recommended approval in 
the first instance made 
both inquiries somewhat 
difficult as the planners 
obviously could not give 
evidence themselves and 
had a very limited input.  
However, local MPs and 
Councillors gave evidence 
against both proposals. 
 There was a 
fantastic response from 
residents within the 
Leadgate and Dipton area 
and a number of people 
from the wider Derwent 
Valley against the 

A tale of two Inquiries: 
  Bradley opencast & 

  Hamsterley Hall housing 

opencast proposal, and the 
Hamsterley Hall proposal 
was very strongly opposed 
by the residents of 
Hamsterley Mill.  I 
represented CPRE and 
Derwent Valley Protection 
Society (DVPS) and gave 
evidence at both inquiries. 
 

Bradley 
 

The Bradley application was 
to opencast mine about 250 
acres in the Derwent Valley 
lasting about 2-3 years to 
extract 500,000 ton of coal.  CPRE's 
evidence was on the destruction of the 
landscape which is of special 
significance in the Derwent Valley and 
the precedent that allowing one site 
within this Valley would open the 
whole Valley to further applications as 
it is underlain with coal. Also we 
presented evidence of previous 
Inspectors' conclusions over the last 40 
years into the 9 previous opencast 
applications.  These were all refused 
on the grounds that the protection of 
the landscape of the Derwent Valley 
was of greater importance than the 
need for the coal.  Up to now we have 
been very fortunate in keeping the 
valley free of opencast mining so 
await the result with trepidation. 
 

Hamsterley Hall  
 

The Hamsterley Hall application was 
for "enabling development" under the 
English Heritage scheme which allows 
development, in an area where normal 
planning permission would not be 
granted, in order to raise enough 
money to restore a listed building. 
Hamsterley Hall is a grade 2* listed  

 

building at risk and the developer 
wants to build 60 houses worth £400 - 
£500,000 within the grounds of the 
Hall - which he claims would raise 
minimum required for him to restore 
the hall to a standard fit for him and 
his family to live in.  The public 
benefit would be that he would allow 
visitors on 1 - 2 days a year. 
 Along with a very high-powered 
local group CPRE/DVPS challenged the 
scheme on the grounds of excessive 
building which would increase the size 
of Hamsterley Mill by about a third, 
the unsustainability of the 
development - impossible to travel 
without a car amongst many other 
things - and the need  for such a 
standard of restoration in order to 
create a family home!  All in all the 
"public benefit" of the scheme would 
not outweigh the "disbenefits".  The 
wider legality of the scheme is also 
being challenged. 
 

 The results of both Inquiries are 
expected in January or February 2012. 
Pitch Wilson, Vice Chair, Durham 
.  
 

 

Tow Law opencast site 

Bradley opencast site 

Hamsterely Hall 
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Neighbourhood Planning – what will 
it mean? 
 

In November the Localism Bill received 
Royal Assent and became the Localism 
Act 2011.  CPRE’s main interest in the 
legislation is around the changes it 
will introduce to the planning system, 
perhaps the most high profile of which 
has been the creation of a 
neighbourhood planning tier.  We 
expect neighbourhood planning to be 
rolled out in April 2012 but what will 
this mean in practice? 
 

In late January CPRE, in partnership 
with the National Association of Local 
Councils (NALC), will be publishing 
How to shape where you live: a guide 
to neighbourhood planning.  This is 
part of our work funded by the 
Government’s Supporting Communities 
and Neighbourhoods in Planning 
scheme.  This article seeks to respond 
to some key questions about 
neighbourhood planning, but for more 
detailed information please download 
a copy of the publication from 
www.planninghelp.org.uk. 
 
What is neighbourhood planning? 
 

Neighbourhood planning will have two 
main elements: neighbourhood plans 
(NP), and neighbourhood development 
orders (NDO).  Neighbourhood 
development orders will grant 
planning permission in relation to the 
particular area or a site within the 
area. Neighbourhood plans will not 

grant planning permission for 
development, but set out policies in 
relation to the development and use 
of land for the area. 
 

There has been some uncertainty 
around exactly what neighbourhood 
plans can cover.  It is important to 
note that neighbourhood plans will 
have to be in general conformity with 
the strategic policies in your Core 
Strategy (or Local Plan as it will be 
called in future).  This means that 
they will not be able to propose, for 
example, lower housing targets than 
those determined at the local 
authority level.  A neighbourhood plan 
will, however, be able to give a 
community the ability to set out a 
vision for the future of their local 
area, influence the design of future 
development, choose where new 
homes, shops, offices and so on should 
be built and identify and protect 
important local green spaces. 
 
Who can lead the development of a 
neighbourhood plan? 
 

Where they exist, parish and town 
councils (local councils) will be able to 
initiate the development of 
neighbourhood plans and 
neighbourhood development orders if 
they want to.  Where a local council 
does not exist, a group of people will 
be able to apply to the local authority 
to be designated a neighbourhood 
forum. Your local authority will be 
able to advise on the criteria a forum 

Neighbourhood planning will have to meet and the process by 
which one is designated. 
 
What is a ‘neighbourhood’? 
 

In most cases where a parish or town 
councils exists the ‘neighbourhood 
area’ will mirror the area it 
represents.  There is, however, scope 
for the boundaries to be extended or 
decreased.  A neighbourhood forum 
will propose an area they wish to 
cover to the local authority, but this 
area will not be able to overlap with 
the area currently covered by a town 
or parish council.  In all cases your 
local authority will have to agree the 
neighbourhood area before the 
process of developing a neighbourhood 
plan can proceed. 
 
How to develop a neighbourhood 
plan? 
 

Neighbourhood development orders 
and plans will be proposed and 
adopted in the same way.  First, the 
forum or local council must work with 
the community to develop a draft.  
The process for working with the 
community to develop a draft is not 
set out in the legislation and 
this reflects the Government’s 
desire to give communities 
flexibility on the approach 
they take.  We expect 
regulations to set out minimum 
requirements, such as the 
group developing the draft 
plan will have had to 
undertake a six week 
consultation, at least, and your 
local authority should be able 
to advise on these 
requirements. 

 The draft plan will be submitted 
to the local authority and, as long as 
the minimum standards for 
consultation and publicity during the 
period set out in regulations have 
been met, the local authority will 
organise, and pay for, an independent 
examination.  The examiner will be 
appointed by the local authority but 
both the body developing the draft 
plan and the local authority should 
agree on who to appoint.  
 The examination will check 
whether the draft has appropriate 
regard to national policy, is in general 
conformity with the strategic policies 
contained in the development plan, 
and is compatible with human rights 
and European Union requirements. 
 In most cases the Government 
expects that the examiner will invite 
written representations as part of the 
examination.  The examiner will be 
able to include oral representations if 
it is felt necessary. 
 The examiner will not be able to 
make changes, but will be able to 
recommend that the draft should be 
modified before adoption.  Based on 
the recommendations of the examiner 

Speakers at Bowburn Localism event 
www.planninghelp.org.uk 
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the local authority will be able to 
make limited modifications to ensure 
it meets the criteria set out above. 
 Following a successful 
examination, or once the necessary 
modifications have been made, the 
neighbourhood development orders or 
plan will be subject to a referendum 
of at least the eligible residents within 
the neighbourhood area.  If the local 
authority sees fit, however, the area 
for the referendum could be widened.  
 If the referendum achieves a 
simple majority in favour (of those 
who voted), then the neighbourhood 
development order or plan must be 
adopted by the relevant local 
authority and it will become part of 
the Development Plan.  The only 
exception to this will be in areas that 

the local authority has deemed to be 
wholly or predominantly business in 
nature.  In these areas two separate 
referenda will be held in parallel.  The 
first will be for residents and a second 
referendum will be held for 
businesses.  Each business will have 
one vote each.  In this instance the 
outcome of the business and residents 
referenda will be considered 
separately. If both are in favour of the 
neighbourhood plan it will be adopted. 
If both reject the neighbourhood plan 
it won’t be adopted.  Where the two 
outcomes conflict with each other the 
decision about whether or not to 
adopt the neighbourhood plan will rest 
with the local planning authority. 
Fiona Howie, CPRE National Office 
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The “Localism” element of Localism 
arrived at Bowburn on 2nd December 
2011 when 80+ delegates attended the 
first event organized in Co Durham.  It 
was organized by the County Durham 
Association of Local Councils and 
County Durham Rural Development 
Council, using money from the 
Department of Communities and Local 
Government channeled through CPRE. 
 The event was to inform those 
interested in finding out about 
Localism and attracted a number of 
excellent speakers.  They told us 
about the background to the 
provisions, how communities should 
take part and get help, and gave us 
information about two pilot schemes 
in the North East, one at the Fish Quay 
in North Shields and the other at 
Bishop Middleham in Durham. 

 While it can be argued that 
communities have been involved in 
this sort of activity for years, it is 
perhaps worth noting the principle 
issues that arose at this event were: 
• The purpose of neighbourhood 

plans is not to prevent 
development. With one exception, 
their idea is to help provide the 
right development in the right way 
in the right place. The exception is 
the provision of “Green Space”, 
which, once established, would 
have the same status as Green Belt 
land. 

• With this in mind, neighbourhood 
plans should consider strategic 
issues in addition to the local issues 
such as litter picking.  They should 
however also be realistic. 

Localism event at Bowburn 

• Where a parish council exists they 
are the most likely body to pursue 
neighbourhood plans in conjunction 
with their communities.  Where 
they do not exist other community 
groups can produce a 
neighbourhood plan.  

• An neighbourhood plan must take 
account of local plans and national 
policy, but if adopted will 
supersede any local plan for the 
community, 

 If a community wants to develop 
a neighbourhood plan it is highly 
advisable to seek help from the 
appropriate parish and county council.  
One of the speakers was Stuart 
Timmiss, Head of Planning at Durham 
County Council, who emphasised that 
the Council wants to help in this 
regard. 
 Any proposal to make an 
neighbourhood plan will require a 
lot of hard work, meetings with 
relevant people, especially from 
the council, and information given 
to residents. The idea is to ensure 
that any neighbourhood plan will 
receive the support of the 
community and of course take full 
account of local and national 
policies. 
 Once the neighbourhood plan 
is drafted, it needs to be 
considered by an independent 
examiner to determine that it is in 
order.  Then a referendum needs to 
be held to ensure it is accepted by 
the community.  Speakers strongly 
criticised this requirement but the 
government has retained the 
provision in the Act. 
 Further events are  being 
proposed for the New Year. 

 One thing that was emphasised 
during the event was that much of this 
process is still in the development 
stage.  Quite how things will develop 
is still unclear.  Certainly any 
community wishing to pursue a 
neighbourhood plan should seek help 
and advice.  A number of people 
present showed interest in our CPRE 
display and the recent booklet giving 
advice on how to deal with planning 
applications.  But how many 
communities may seek advice from 
CPRE as well as the Council about 
neighbourhood plans is an unknown 
quantity.  There may be little impact 
on us – or we could suddenly receive a 
flood of requests. 
Richard Cowen  
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There’s a much advice and 
information about localism and 
neighbourhood planning which can be 
confusing, so here’s a brief guide: 
 

Information and  
training events  

 

CPRE and the National Association of 
Local Councils (NALC) are providing 
information about the planning system 
in general, and neighbourhood 
planning in particular under a 
Department of Communities and Local 
Government (CLG) contract. There are 
three strands to this:  
 

1. a Planning Help website 
(www.planninghelp.org.uk) 

2.  three booklets:  “Planning 
Explained” (68pp), “How to 
respond to planning 
applications” (60pp) and How to 
shape where you live: a guide to 
neighbourhood plans (due out 
soon) – all available from CPRE 
National Office or from Nic Best 
(nicb@cpre.org.uk, 01670 517915); 
and 

3. a series of public events. 
 

The Department of Communities and 
Local Government  has also placed 
three other contracts with Royal Town 
Planning Institute, Princes Foundation 
and Locality who are disseminating 
information in other ways. 
 In the North East, the rural 
community councils are taking the 
lead in organising these training 
events, with input from the county 
Association of Local Councils and CPRE 
North East: 

 

Durham 
 

Durham Community Council held a 
successful event in Bowburn in early 
December and will run at least two 
more in early March. Contact Stephen 
Ragg of County Durham Association of 
Local Councils (CDALC) or Lesley 
Millgate 
(lesley.millgate@durhamrcc.org.uk) of 
the County Durham Rural Community 
Council (CDRCC) for more 
information. Durham County Council 
will probably also use the March 
events to launch consultation on the 
next phase of their Local Plan Core 
Strategy. 
 

Northumberland 
 

Community Action Northumberland 
are planning to run two workshops 
each at five different venues across 
the county in January and March 
respectively. The January seminars 
will be a basic introduction to the 
planning system, while the March 
ones will be more focussed on 
neighbourhood planning, in the wider 
context of community planning. 
Contact David Francis 
(davidfrancis@ca-north.org.uk) for 
more information. Again, 
Northumberland County Council is 
likely to use the March events to 
launch consultation of their Local Plan 
Core Strategy “Issues & Options” 
draft. 
 
Meanwhile… 
 

Localism and neighbourhood planning:- 
 A walk through projects in the NE 

Neighbourhood planning pilots 
 

There are several pilot “front runner” 
neighbourhood planning projects going 
ahead: 
 

Durham 
 

In County Durham, preparations have 
started on neighbour plans for Bishop 
Middleham and for Sacriston – with 
Pittington, Sedgefield and Great 
Aycliffe all bidding to be pilot 
neighbourhood planning areas. These 
are all being sponsored by Durham 
County Council and County Durham 
Rural Community Council. Contact 
Carl Marshall  
(carl.marshall@durhamrcc.org.uk) at 
County Durham Rural Community 
Council in the first instance for more 
information. 
 

Northumberland 
 

In Northumberland, there are three 
“front runner” neighbourhood 
planning projects backed by the 
Department of Communities and Local 
Government with bids in to go ahead 
with two more: 
 

Alternative Allendale 
(www.allenvalleys.co.uk/front-
runner/) was initially about affordable 
housing but is broadening its remit. 
Contact Jan Simmonds 
(jan.simmonds@gmail.com) or Susi 
Goncu, Northumberland County 
Council 
(susi.goncu@northumberland.gov.uk) 
or the Fawside Foundation 
 
The North Tyne “front runner” covers 
Wark, Tarset and Greystones and is 
being hosted by the Northumberland 

National Park Authority. In 2012 three 
local community meetings are 
planned: 26th January at Lanehead; 
31st January at Bellingham; and 6th 
February at Wark. Contact Jo-Anne 
Garrick of the Northumberland 
National Authority   
(Jo-Anne.Garrick@nnpa.org.uk, 01434 
611577)  
 

The third is the development of a 
Town Plan for Alnwick: contact Bill 
Batey, Alnwick Town Clerk 
(clerk@alnwicktowncouncil.co.uk, 
01665 714922) 
 

The two bids, which are expected to 
be approved early in the new year are: 
 

Cramlington South West: where it is 
intended to use neighbourhood 
planning to give statutory status to an 
updated masterplan for ‘completing 
the original Cramlington New Town’ 
development. Contact Bob Baker, 
Cramlington Town Clerk 
(cramlingtontc@gmail.com, 01670 
707831) 
 

Morpeth: where developer pressure is 
creating an urgent need for a Morpeth 
Area Action Plan. Contact Angela 
Logan, Morpeth Deputy Town Clerk 
(angelamtc@btconnect.com, 01670 
514314) 
 

The Northumberland County Council 
liaison planning officer for these 
“front runners” is David English 
(david.english@northumberland.gov.uk) 
 

And finally – the Fish Quay 
regeneration scheme in North Shields 
is also one of the very first “front 
runner” neighbourhood planning 
projects. 
Nic Best 
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County Durham Association of 
Local Councils 

 

The County Durham Association of 
Local Councils (CDALC) is a 
membership based Association 
representing the interests of parish 
and town councils and parish meetings 
(local councils) in the County of 
Durham, Darlington Borough Council 
and the metropolitan districts of 
Sunderland and Gateshead. 
 The Association is owned and 
run by its members for its members.  
It employs an officer to provide access 
to administrative, legal, financial, 
procedural, planning and other advice.  
An Executive Committee with 
representation from all parts of the 
Associations area acts as 
the representative body for local 
councils and is governed by its own 
constitution. 
 The Association’s aim is to 
provide a quality service to member 
councils, quality training for clerks 
and councillors, represent the voice of 
local councils in policy decisions, and 
work in partnership working with other 
principal authorities, organisations 
and community groups for the benefit 
of our communities. 
 The recent release of the 
Localism Act should result in changes 
for parish and town councils.  For 
example, where parish and town 
councils exist they should normally be 
the body responsible for the creation 
of Neighbourhood Plans.  New 
initiatives such as the Community 
Right to Buy and Challenge could also 
result in some parish councils buying 

surplus principal authority assets and 
undertaking some council principle 
council services. 
 The demise of Standards for 
England will also see changes being 
made to Code of Conduct procedures 
throughout the Country. 
 To contact the County Durham 
Association of Local Councils please 
phone Steve Ragg on 0191 3833827 or 
e-mail cdalc@durham.gov.uk  
 

Community Action 
Northumberland 

 

Community Action Northumberland 
(CAN) is a rural community council, 
which promotes and supports 
voluntary organizations and 
community initiatives.  As well as 
providing regular advice, information 
and training, CAN also works with 
public bodies, utilities, etc, on behalf 
of the voluntary and community 
sector and rural interests. 
 CAN also provides services for 
the Northumberland Association of 
Local Councils (NALC), working with 
and on behalf of parish and town 
councils in Northumberland and 
Newcastle. 
 In 2011, CAN celebrated its 60th 
birthday, and its chief officer David 
Francis celebrated his first 25 years in 
the role. 
 CAN’s headquarters is at Tower 
Buildings, 9 Oldgate, Morpeth, NE61 
1PY, and there are offices also in 
Berwick, Alnwick and Hexham. 
Further information about CAN can be 
viewed on the website   
www.ca-north.org.uk 

Organisation spotlight 
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Planning events in Northumberland 

Planning events in Durham 
 

Dates and venues to be announced 

Community Action Northumberland 
Contact: Dave Francis 

E-mail: davidfrancis@ca-north.org.uk 

Tel:     01670 517178 

 
 
        Introduction     Localism Act & 
        to planning opportunities of NP’s 
 

Stannington Village Hall      24th January  13th March 
 

Hexham Community Centre     25th January  14th March 
 

Morpeth Town Hall      30th January  19th March 
   

Berwick William Elder Buildings    31st January   20th March 
 

Alnwick Lindisfarne Annex     1st February  21st March 
 

All 6.30 pm-9.00 pm 

 

Northumberland National 
Park Authority 
Contact: Jo-Anne Garrick 

E-mail:  jo-anne.garrick.nnpa.org.uk 
Tel:     01434 611577 

Neighbourhood planning events 
  

Lanehead   26th January 
 

Bellingham    31st January 
 

Wark     6th February 

Free booklets on planning 
1. How to respond to planning applications: an 8 step guide 
 

2. Planning explained 
 

3. How to shape where you live: a guide to neighbourhood 
planning 

  Publication due mid January 
 

Downloadable at:   www.planninghelp.org.uk/what-were-doing/
supporting-communities-and-neighbourhoods-in-planning/advice 
 

For hard copies e-mail  scnp@cpre.org.uk, naming publication in subject line. 
  Give name and address and number of copies required in message. 



Newcastle and Gateshead Councils 
have published a joint Core Strategy 
for a consultation which closed on 4th 
January, having twice been extended.  
The document proposes a planning 
regime for the City and Borough that 
will cover the period up to 2030.  
CPRE North East, with the support of 
the Northumberland and Durham 
Branches, submitted their response 
shortly before Christmas.  
 As Regional Vice Chairman and a 
resident of Newcastle, I took it upon 
myself to draft our response to the 
consultation document. Unfortunately, 
until too late it seemed that it was 
going to be impossible to submit the 
draft to the two Branch Meetings for 
approval, so our internal consultation 
has been done by email, plus a couple 
of meetings of activists from various 
organisations. 
 There is much in the document 
we can welcome, but there is a major 
problem about housing.  The Councils 
are proposing a large scale erosion of 
the Green Belt to build 6,500 houses 
at Callerton Park, near the Airport, 
and another 600 houses at Salters' 
Lane, which is adjacent to the 
important North Gosforth Nature 
Reserve.  The latter proposal has 
already aroused fierce local 
opposition, which was expressed in a 
400 strong public meeting at Gosforth 
Civic Hall.  The meeting was attended 
by Newcastle's Chief Planner, Harvey 
Emms, with a colleague, who had to 
face some pretty vigorous questioning 
and as a result, he extended the 
consultation period there and then. 

 Our submission makes clear our 
support for the objectors.  It also 
challenges the Callerton Park 
proposals, which are unacceptable 
because further development in that 
area will pose a major threat to the 
Ouseburn river, which rises at Black 
Callerton.  It is likely to become an 
open sewer and create major floods 
unless much more is done than anyone 
is proposing at present to reduce the 
problems already being caused by  
run-offs form the airport, the Great 
Park development and other sources 
of flood water in the area.  We are 
also objecting strongly to the deletion 
of Green Belt that is proposed.  We 
believe the housing figures that are 
used to justify these proposals to be 
exaggerated and in any case there are 
considerable areas of brownfield and 
other land with extant planning 
permissions that would provide for 
Newcastle and Gateshead's housing 
needs for several years to come. 
 On the other hand, the 
proposals to develop the Urban Core 
as an attractive place to work, live 
and play in are welcome, although we 
would like to see more positive 
proposals for Gateshead Town Centre.  
However, we doubt whether large 
numbers of new office blocks are 
needed.  We welcome the 
requirements for effective protection 
for minority communities, including 
ethnic minorities and travellers.  We 
want no Dale Farm crisis in our region. 
 Encouragement for new 
industries in the Urban Core and on 
designated industrial sites is welcome,  

The One Core Strategy 
Newcastle/Gateshead 

although the developments on specific 
sites need to be tailored to make best 
use of those sites.  For instance the 
airport area should  be used for 
developments related to aviation, 
while on Walker Riverside specific 
provision must be made for marine 
industries along the river front. 
 This is only the first stage in a 

process of debate and probably 
conflict that will determine the future 
of two of our main urban areas.  We 
will watch for further developments 
and oppose them where they threaten 
our objectives to protect the North 
East's landscapes and townscapes. 
Howard Elcock, Regional Vice Chair 
 

Andy Boddington, of CPRE South East Region, complied this analysis in 
September 2011.  It is a national listing, but below the data for the councils in 
the Durham and Northumberland Branch areas has been pulled out.  
 

These dates could be important depending on the outcome of the National 
planning policy framework deliberations. At the moment it is proposed if an 
area does not have an up to date Core Strategy the default is the NPPF will take 
precedence, a situation many consider detrimental.  Fortunately there are no 
“red” alert levels indicated for our region (though there is no data for 
Gateshead). 
 

 
 Not listed: Gateshead 
 
 Green     Adopted by end of 2011     Orange    Adoption July-Dec 2012 
 Yellow    Adoption Jan –June 2012    Red         Adoption  2013-1214 

Alert level Local Authority Adopt year Adopt month Status in Jan 
2012 

Green Darlington 2011 5 Adopted 

Yellow Durham 2012 3 Silent 

Orange Hartlepool 2012 9 Silent 

Green Middlesbrough 2008 2 Adopted 

Green Redcar and 
Clevela
nd 

2007 10 Adopted 

Green South Tyneside 2007 6 Adopted 

Green Stockton 2012 3 Adopted 

Orange Sunderland 2012 7 Silent 

Provisional analysis of adoption of 
core strategies  
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These are a new initiative arising from 
proposals contained in the Natural 
Environment White Paper (NEWP).  
The Government is looking for there to 
be about 50 across the country.  The 
current partnerships are still evolving, 
and their final form and names are not 
fixed yet.  At the moment it is thought 
the following are likely to evolve in 
the North East: 
 

Uplands LNP – consisting of 
Northumberland National Park, the 
North Pennines ANOB, Yorkshire 
Dales, Nidderdale ANOB, and a bit 
of the Tyne Valley with no 
designation, the Tyne Gap. 

 

Northumberland Lowlands LNP 
 

Durham Lowlands/Three Rivers LNP – 
expected to consist of lowland 
Durham, Gateshead and South 
Tyneside.  It would not include the 
old Cleveland area. 

 

Tees Valley LNP—Darlington, 
Hartlepool, Middlesbrough, 
Stockton and Redcar & Cleveland 

 
Work has already begun in Durham as 
on 8th December 2011 there was an 
event at Beamish Hall 
 The purpose of the event was to 
consider whether, a Local Nature 
Partnership (LNP) should be formed to 
cover the lowland area of County 
Durham, Gateshead, South Tyneside 
and Sunderland.  A number of people 
attended who represented all these 
areas. 
 Those who attended were split 
into 7 working groups to consider a 

number of proposals such as: 
• the importance of nature to us.  
• the name of the LNP if one is 

approved.  
• what it should seek to do and how 

it should accomplish this. 
• how it should be governed. 
• how it should be promoted. 
• how it should interact with other 

organisations, including Local 
Enterprise Partnerships (LEPs). 

 

I believe the general view was that a 
LNP should be formed if possible.  
While it had to be realistic as to what 
it could achieve, it was important to 
note the provisions of the Natural 
Environment White Paper to improve 
the natural environment.  There was 
concern about the recent Autumn 
Statement from the Chancellor and 
the effect this may have on such 
provisions.  This may well affect what 
an LNP could realistically achieve – but 
if one were not formed there would be 
no counterbalance to organisations 
such as the Local Enterprise 
Partnerships.  Equally however an LNP 
would have to recognise that the 
government’s emphasis was on 
economic development, but it could 
well influence how it could be 
achieved and maintain existing 
important natural sites, hopefully 
provide more such sites and also 
provide corridors between them (one 
of the most important features 
proposed by the NEWP). 
 It was also generally agreed that 
the LNP should be an umbrella, 

Local Nature Partnerships  (LNPs) 
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strategic type, organisation. I t should 
have influence so the board should be 
high powered, but not necessarily 
large.  Funding is an important issue – 
little is proposed from the 
Government.  While it should not be 
just a “talking shop”, it was unlikely it 
would be able to take on schemes 
itself (except maybe the creation of a 
Nature Improvement Area).  But there 
should be links with organisations that 
do, so it can represent their views. 
 Although Nature Improvement 
Areas were mentioned at the meeting, 
they were not really discussed. There 
is a separate bidding process for these 

and if won they do attract a small 
amount of money for schemes to 
promote nature improvements within 
the area. Within this proposed LNP, an 
NIA is being considered for the area 
roughly between Consett, Gateshead, 
Durham and Tow Law. 
 As mentioned the event was 
well attended by a number of 
organisations. However, given the 
above, it was disappointing to note 
that the local Local Enterprise 
Partnerships had been invited but had 
failed to attend. 
Richard Cowen 
 

ALC Association of Local Councils 
 

ANOB Area of Outstanding Natural Beauty 
 

CAN Community Action Northumberland 
  

CDALC County Durham Association of Local 
Councils 

 

CDRCC County Durham Rural Community 
Council  

 

CLG Communities and Local 
Government, Department of 

 

CPRE Campaign to Protect Rural England 
 

DCC Durham County Council 
 

DVPS Derwent Valley Protection Society 
  

EU European Union 
 

IPC Infrastructure Planning Commission 
 

LEP Local Enterprise Partnerships 
  

LNP Local Nature Partnership 
 

LSP Local Strategic Partnership 
 

MP Member of Parliament 
 

NALC National Association of Local 
Councils  

 

NALC Northumberland Association of 
Local Councils  

 

NDO Neighbourhood Development Orders 
  

NIA Nature Improvement Area 
 

NNPA Northumberland National Park 
Authority 

 

NEWP Natural Environment White Paper  
 

NPPF National Policy Framework 
 

NP Neighbourhood Plan 
 

RSS Regional Spatial Strategy 
 

RTPI Royal Town Planning Institute 
 

SoS Secretary of State 
 

TVRCC Tees Valley Rural Community 
Council 

Abbreviations 


