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Please confirm meeting
details before travelling

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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NEwsletter by e-mail
Would you rather receive this
NEwsletter by e-mail?
If yes, please e-mail:
cpre.northeast@yahoo.co.uk and ask
to be placed on the e-mail list.
Disclaimer: The views expressed
within this NEwsletter are those of
the authors.
Photo credits: Front cover & p16
Joan Russell; p10 B Williamson;
p11 wind farms AngelPeak.net;
p11 graph J W Short; p13 CPRE;
p15 Richard Cowen; back cover
Janet Fairclough
Items for the next issue should
be with the Editor by 1st April
2015.
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Chair’s Desk
As no doubt readers are aware, the
Examinations in Public in respect of
the Newcastle and Gateshead Joint
Core Strategy and Durham Local Plan
are now finished. At least, Stage 1 of
the Examination In Public (EiP) into
the Durham Plan is finished.
The Inspector assessing the
Newcastle Gateshead Strategy,
Martin Pike, has now issued his
Interim Report. To be frank this is a
disappointing document and I have
made, on behalf of CPRE North East,
a number of representations to it.
The Interim Report is only 4 pages
long and contains no reasons.
Bearing in mind the vigorous
arguments a number of representors
made at the EiP about population
projections and Green Belt issues,
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I for one think it is unfortunate that,
even at this Interim Stage, we do not
know how Mr Pike has reached his
finding that, subject to certain
modifications, the Joint Strategy is
sound. Nor is there any indication as
to how this finding may impact on
neighbouring authorities, Durham and
Northumberland. In view of the
evidence given to the examination by
Nic Best about “double counting” (ie
Newcastle and Gateshead trying to
retain their work force within their
administrative boundaries while
Durham and Northumberland are
seeking to attract at least some of
them to live there) this appears
unfortunate. One other issue is
Household Projections. These are
intended to show how many houses

are projected to be required in each
authority’s area throughout the
country. It is understood they will be
based on the Office for National
Statistics 2012 population
projections, projections which do
not, we say, support the high
population projections given by
Newcastle and Gateshead, or
Durham. The Department of
Communities and Local Government
(DCLG) was supposed to be releasing
these in autumn 2014, then on
December 15th. They have still not
been released and DCLG now says
this will be in February 2015. The
figures could have a major impact on
the number of houses needed by
these councils and, as a
consequence, the amount of Green
Belt (if any) that should be released
as a result. We can now only wait
and see what Mr Pike’s final Report
will say.
So far as Durham is concerned,
Stage 1 of the EiP process has been
completed. That means the
Inspector, Harold Stephens, has
considered the whole of the
Submission Draft of the proposed
Plan and heard evidence from
numerous groups and individuals
about it. Gillan Gibsoni has prepared
a sort of “blog” about this which is
on the Durham CPRE website. It is
not meant to be a “blow by blow”
account of the proceedings but does
give some idea as to what happened
(http://www.cpredurham.org.uk/
durham_eip.html). Mr Stephens has
also visited a number of the sites to
make his own assessments of them.
Some of these were sites CPRE had
mentioned during the EiP. He is
expected to issue his Interim Report

at the end of January.
One thing he has not yet fully
assessed is the sites for housing.
Indeed, I think he would like those
DCLG household projections before
he does this, but at present they are
scheduled to be issued after his
Interim Report. It is also not known
how much he will take the Newcastle
and Gateshead Interim Report into
account.
Assuming however he finds the
Durham proposals “sound” in
accordance with the legislation, he
will then assess each of the housing
sites proposed in the Plan. This, we
understand, will be Stage 2 of the
EiP. Mr Stephens has not yet issued
any guidance as to how this will
proceed.
As far as other issues are
concerned, readers may have noted
that at the last quarterly meeting of
the Region, we discussed Branch
Development and English Devolution.
These could be two important issues
for us.
CPRE National Office is
interested in Branch Development
and is willing to assist on this issue.
It is hoped it may lead to better
coverage of all our Region, some
parts of which do not perhaps receive
as much scrutiny as we would like.
This may require using a new
consultant and perhaps some
training. We may need further
funding to help us pay for this sort of
activity.
The Scottish Referendum has
now of course been and gone. It has
resulted in a number of new powers
for the Scottish government. This has
resulted in a number of “requests”
for more powers for England. I have
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Chair’s Desk
no idea at the moment how this will
develop but the Chair of the CPRE
County Branch Forum is setting up a
group to consider this from CPRE’s
point of view, particularly if any
“devolved” administration has
planning powers. He has approached
me to see if our Region would be
interested in taking part and give a
“Northern perspective”. Howard
Elcock and I have both said we would
be and at the Quarterly meeting this
was agreed.
Finally, as mentioned in my
last Report, we are now in Election
Year and we need to consider what,
if anything, we are going to do in
respect of it. Clearly, we have to
abide by the law and the recent
Lobbying Act has imposed some
restrictions about lobbying,
particularly in respect of finances.
We must also be careful that we are

(cont.)

not seen to actively support one
party as opposed to another.
That said, although our Region is
different from other Regions in that
it is a part of the national CPRE
organisation, it is highly unlikely that
we will exceed the financial limits.
National Office has produced a
leaflet to address CPRE’s
“manifesto” and this was also
considered at the Quarterly meeting,
a copy has been included with this
NEwsletter. It is our intention to
send this to all candidates in the
North East and see if we can publish
any comments they make about it.
We shall not be “supporting” any
candidate but will be interested to
see how many, and which,
candidates can support any or all of
our proposals.
Richard Cowen

CPRE NE Facebook page
We are now on Facebook!
Please help us spread the word by going onto the Facebook page and
liking us. You do not have to be a member of Facebook to do this.
Pass it on to your friends and family too!
Keep checking in to see what is in the news in the region and/or
nationally.
Let us know what the issues are in your area.
Here is the link:

https://www.facebook.com/cprenortheastregion
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Litter - Big Spring Clean

This joint initiative between
Darlington and Durham Councils is to
start earlier this year so the grass has
not grown so high so it is easier to
litter pick. The dates are:
Start Date 28th February 2015
Finish Date 18th April 2015.
See website http://
litterfreedurham.org/index.html
Contact details are:
Durham:
email: litterfreedurham@durham.gov
.uk
telephone: 03000 266 080.
by post: Civic Pride Team, Durham
County Council, Chilton Depot,
Chilton Industrial Estate, Chilton,
County Durham DL17 0SD

Darlington:
email: litterfreedurham@darlington.g
ov.uk
Facebook: https://
www.facebook.com/pages/
Litterfreedurham/374135489436527?
sk=timeline
telephone: 01325 347 434.
by post: Street Scene, Darlington
Borough Council, Vicarge Road,
Darlington, County Durham DL1 1JW
For other areas go to:
www.litteraction.org.uk/home
To find your local groups
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Successes
Sometimes we wonder what we have
achieved, well there have been some
recent successes so let’s celebrate
them, starting with some at national
level:
1.
Strategic Housing Market
Assessments
CPRE National Office had a
roundtable with Brandon Lewis,
Minister of State for Housing and
Planning at the Department for
Communities and Local Government,
in December, and he wrote to the
Chief Executive of the Planning
Inspectorate to make clear that ‘the
outcome of a Strategic Housing
Market Assessment is untested and
should not automatically be seen as
proxy for the final housing
requirement in Local Plans….
Councils will need to consider
Strategic Housing Market Assessment
evidence carefully and take adequate
time to consider whether there are
environmental and policy constraints,
such as Green Belt, which will impact
on their final housing requirement.’
It has been confirmed to us that the
letter was prompted by concerns
raised in our meeting.
Sean Spiers, CPRE Chief Executive
2.
Shale gas and oil
CPRE had recent success in securing
greater protection for the
countryside from shale gas and oil,
including fracking. By highlighting
key issues to MPs in the media and
through timely briefing directly to
MPs we helped persuade the
Government to introduce new
8

safeguards through the Infrastructure
Bill. Prior to the debate in the
Commons we had a letter published
in the Observer
(www.theguardian.com/
theobserver/2015/jan/25/frackingwe-should-not-believe-whatofficialdom-tells-us). During the
debate the Government gave
concessions on the key amendments
we urged MPs to support in our
briefing:
 A ban on fracking in National
Parks, Area of Outstanding Natural
Beauty (AONBs) and Site of Special
Scientific Interest (SSSIs);
prompted by amendments we
tabled with the Royal Society for
the Protection of Birds (RSPB) and
others through Norman Baker MP
and Zac Goldsmith MP;
 Additional protections for the rest
of the countryside, including on
cumulative impacts and
groundwater protection; and
 Greater independent scrutiny (by
the Committee on Climate
Change) of the carbon emissions
from any exploitation of shale gas
and oil, and a commitment to act
in response to the Committee’s
findings.
The Government confirmed these
commitments in a statement
following the debate: www.gov.uk/
government/news/shaledevelopments-to-be-banned-in-all-uk
-national-parks. This is very positive,
but there’s more to do to ensure the
additional safeguards are maintained
and are as robust as possible.
Nick Clack, CPRE Senior Energy
Campaigner

3.
Brownfield land data
collection
At the end of January the
Department for Communities and
Local Government outlined plans to
resume the collection of data from
local authorities on the amount of
brownfield land suitable for housing
in their area. This is a significant
campaigning success for CPRE. We
called for this in our November 2014
report – From wasted space to living
spaces (http://www.cpre.org.uk/
resources/housing-and-planning/
housing/item/3785-from-wastedspace-to-living-spaces). Local
authorities used to be impelled to
submit data to the National Land Use
Database (NLUD) on brownfield land
available and suitable for housing,
but after 2013 this exercise had
stopped. With the report
demonstrating that at least one
million houses could be built on
brownfield land, such a tool would
provide a much clearer idea of
available sites, and put the power in
the hands of Government and local
authorities to specify areas for
development.
I worked with the
Communications team to provide a
blog which provides further details

(http://www.cpre.org.uk/magazine/
opinion/item/3845-more-homes-onbrownfield-is-the-government-on-the
-right-track)
Paul Miner, CPRE Senior Planning
Officer

Local successes
4.
Ingleby Barwick housing
Eric Pickles has turned down an
appeal for 550 houses and a local
centre as he agreed with Stockton
Borough Council that the
development would be “in conflict”
with its desire to leave a green
wedge between Ingleby Barwick and
Thornaby.
5.

Sheraton and Wingate Grange
wind turbines
These have been refused by Durham
County Council
6.
Sunderland solar array
A 9 acre site has been refused by
Sunderland Council
7.
North Northumberland has
had a number of successes, see the
following article.

We are grateful to NFU Mutual for
generously supporting this newsletter
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Battles of North Northumberland
North Northumberland has long since
played host to conflict and warring
factions. Whether it be the Picts and
Scots during the Roman occupation,
raids by the Vikings during the 9th to
11th centuries, the Scottish Wars with
England in the 13th to 16th centuries
or the Border Reiver skirmishes from
the 13th to 17th centuries, this part
of Britain is no stranger to discord. It
is because of this history that North
Northumberland has a wealth of
castles, fortified houses, Pele towers
and the Roman Wall which stretches
from Newcastle in the east to the
Solway in the west. The early growth
and spread of Christianity from
Lindisfarne (Holy Island) resulted in
the building of many monasteries,
abbeys and churches throughout
Northumberland.

Lindisfarne Priory and castle

These historic buildings,
together with the unspoilt coastline
and the wild and rugged moorland,
make North Northumberland a special
place to live and visit----so what could
go wrong? Well, battles rage once
10

more---this time there is an invasion
by hordes of developers who want to
erect wind farms on unspoilt, heritage
rich, valuable rural land and build
luxury, sea side homes on the
undeveloped, highly protected
Heritage coastline.
Fortunately, the recently
introduced 'National Planning Policy
Framework', with its specific
restrictions on developments in Areas
of Outstanding Natural Beauty (AONB)
and Heritage Coasts, has been of
great assistance to those resisting
inappropriate planning applications.
There have been eight applications to
build luxury dwellings on the
undeveloped coastline within
the Northumberland Coast Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty ----all
have been refused by the local
planning authority. Four of these
applications were appealed and
dismissed by government
Planning Inspectors due to the
negative impact they would have
on the protected environment.
The proliferation of wind
farms has had a disastrous effect
on the quality of landscape in
which they stand. This has had a
knock on effect with the
ruination of views from nationally
recognised iconic heritage sites
such as Lindisfarne, Bamburgh
and Dunstanburgh Castles. The
landscape, looking inland from other
beautiful parts of the coastal AONB, is
also seriously devalued. Pristine
moorland and hillside (which was a
joy to behold) has been transformed
into a random mix of huge
engineering monoliths which

monopolise the eye
and render the once
open and beautiful
countryside null and
void.
Tourism is a
major contributor to
the sustainability of
the towns and villages
in North
Northumberland.
Permanent residents
rely on this income
for their year round
Wandylaw and Middlemoor wind farms from Holy Island
living. Concerns have been raised
about the impact of wind farms on
landscape and heritage. Baroness
tourism which are destroying the
Verma, the Parliamentary Under
natural beauty of the area that
Secretary at the Department of
visitors come to enjoy. Owners of
Energy and Climate Change,
businesses have expressed fears for
responded for the Government and
their livelihoods which would affect
gave assurance that she would bring
the sustainability of North
the matter of the debate to the
Northumberland.
attention of Eric Pickles and the
The wind farm environmental
Department for Communities and
destruction is so advanced that the
Local Government.
disproportionate share of wind
It is hoped that the message
development in Northumberland was
gets through to the Ministers and
debated in the House of Lords on 15
Planning Inspectors not to disregard
October 2014. The debate was to
the local planning authority’s
have the
Government
acknowledge the
disproportionately
large wind farm
development
already in
Northumberland,
far in excess
(160%) of the 2020
renewable energy
target of 30% and
that great weight
should be given in
the future to the
value of
Northumberland’s
11

Battles of North Northumberland
(cont)
decisions and listen to the wishes of
those people who live and visit
Northumberland. More information
on the subject can be obtained from
www.windbyte.co.uk (clicking on
Northumberland).
On appeal, approval was given
for wind farms consisting of 34
turbines to be built at Middlemoor,
Wandylaw and Barmoor. Recently
there have been some successes, an
appeal to build five turbines at
Fenrother was dismissed and
applications to put nine turbines at
Belford Burn and five at Rayburn Lake
have been refused by the local
planning authority. But there are
many more applications and
pre-applications in the offing. It is
possible that the development of the
Northumberland Core Strategy and
Neighbourhood Plans are responsible
for the present surge in planning
applications. The knowledge that it
will be more difficult to get approval
once stricter policies are adopted
could well be responsible for this
increase.
The small Northumbrian coastal
village of Beadnell is a prime example
of attempted coastal exploitation by
developers. The 2001 census showed
that there were 567 houses, by the
2011 census this figure had increased
to 701. It has been estimated that
74% of these 701 houses are holiday
lets or second homes. Since the year
2011 planning applications have been
approved for a further 64 houses, all
of which are most likely to be holiday
lets and second homes. This would
take the total to three quarters of all
houses not permanently occupied.
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From what was once a vibrant village
in the 1970/80s, Beadnell is now
struggling to be sustainable having
lost its school, two hotels, a public
house, a shop and the post office.
Outside the holiday season the
remaining shop, pub and hotel
struggle to remain viable. Recently,
14 affordable homes were built
resulting in over 100 applications.
This illustrates the very high cost of
houses in Beadnell which are beyond
the means of most local people who
wish to stay in the area.
The development of
Neighbourhood Plans in conjunction
with the Core Strategy are essential
weapons in the battle to defeat the
‘here today gone tomorrow’
developers who are only interested in
making profits regardless of the affect
on local residents, the landscape, the
environment and heritage assets.
Once the Local Plans are in place, this
should help to protect our countryside
and coastline. North Northumberland
is historically used to conflict and,
today, there are growing numbers of
people who are prepared to engage
with this latest threat. The battle
with developers will continue thereby
assisting the CPRE with its important
work namely: to protect the
character of rural England for present
and future generations.
J.Williamson, Northumberland Branch
CPRE and J.Norris, Save Beadnell
Association
(SBA—The SBA is a local activist group
centred in Beadnell, Northumberland,
who work to protect their 'Area Of
Outstanding Natural Beauty' (AONB)
and Heritage Coast.

General Election
What are the view of the
Prospective Candidates for your
constituency on rural matters and
the landscape?
CPRE NE is going to contact all
Prospective Parliementary
Candidates in the north east to ask,
sending a copy of the “CPRE
Manifesto”, a copy of which is
included with this Newsletter.
Perhaps you could consider
using it to write to the candidates in
your area. I have some spare copies
if you contact me
(cpre.northeast@yahoo.co.uk) and it
is downloadable from:
http://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/
cpre/campaigning/item/3731-standup-for-the-countryside
If you are emailing an
additional resource is “The Rural
Challenge 2015” produced by the
Rural Coalition which comprises 13
organisations, including CPRE,
representing social, economic and
environmental rural interests. It can
be downloaded from:
http://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/
countryside/item/3798-the-ruralchallenge-2015
I do not have hard copies of this.
Gillan Gibson

- the countryside champions
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Durham Branch Update
Energy
Wind: Both the Wingate Grange and
Sheraton wind farms have been
refused. Durham County Council still
has to determine the applications for
wind farms at The Isles and Windy
Bank. Hartlepool Council is about to
determine the applications for 3
“super” turbines near Seaton Carew.
Solar power: Whilst small scale solar
panel installations have been coming
forward for a while there was an
expectation there would no or little
interest in large scale solar farms.
However, in came an application in
Sunderland for a farm of 40,000
panels which the Council has refused.
Hartlepool was next with an
application for a 13,992 MW,
installation of 55,968, panels which is
still ongoing. CPRE Durham sent
letters of objection to both and is
waiting to see what comes forward
on two more sites: one is an
application for a 20 acre farm at
School Aycliffe which is partly in Co
Durham and partly in Darlington; and
the other a proposal near Rainton
Meadows in central Durham.
Opencast
Bradley Opencast Site: The Public
Inquiry, as outlined in the Autumn
2014 Newsletter, was adjourned until
the 24th November when the 106
legal agreements were due to be
signed by Durham County Council and
UK Coal. In the event the agreement
had not been signed by this date.
However the Inspector reconvened
the Inquiry and the outcome was that
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if 106 agreements were not signed by
12th January 2015 she would proceed
to write her report. We understand
that they were eventually signed at
midday on the 12th January. The
report and decision as to whether
this site will go ahead is expected in
April 2015.
Marley Hill Opencast, Co Durham
and Gateshead: This is an
application for a site which covers
countryside in both Gateshead (two
thirds) and County Durham (one
third). In the event Gateshead
granted permission for their area of
this site but Co Durham refused
permission and thus the site is at
present unable to go ahead. It is
understood the applicants will not be
appealing.
Field House, Pittington, Co.Durham:
We understand that Hargreaves have
notified the Planning Inspectorate
that they will be appealing re the
refusal of this site by Co Durham but
as yet no date has been fixed for this
Appeal.

Housing
Applications continue to come for
housing sites throughout County
Durham. One possibility is the
concern in Springwell, Sunderland,
where there are fears of housing
encircling village in the Green Belt.
Elsewhere a significant appeal
decision in Darlington is causing
much angst. The appeal for 250
houses outside the development limit
of Middleton St George was allowed

as the Inspector
decided the
Council’s housing
policies are out of
date and it
cannot
demonstrate a 5
year supply of
housing land.
Other authorities
in this position
have had major
applications for
housing granted
under the
provisions of the
National Planning Policy Framework
(NPPF) and CPRE Darlington is deeply
concerned at what may happen as a
result. The site allocations
document Making and Growing Places
is in the final stages toward
becoming adopted, but it would
appear it carries no weight. There is
great disappointment at the decision
as many, including the Council,
believed the adopted Core Strategy
and the “saved policies”, plus the
availability of land for housing and
the emerging Making and Growing
Places document, meant the Borough
was adequately covered and not
open to such challenges. The
disappointment at the Inspector not
supporting the Council and its
decisions is added to that already
felt at the lack of Inspectorate
support over independent gypsy
sites. There is a strong sense that
what local people feel is of no
relevance or consequence.
There is also concern about
applications for some 4,000 houses to
the west of Hartlepool, though on
the other hand we were pleased to

Durham Cathedral

note an appeal for 400 houses at
Ingleby Barwick, Stockton, has been
dismissed.
Stop Press—Bishop Auckland
We have just heard of an application
for an outdoor summer show, aiming
to bring to life the history of the
country, at Flatts Farm, Bishop
Auckland. If it gains permission the
first show is planned to open in May
2016 with an annual season of 30
shows between May and August.
Beginning at dusk the night show will
run for 80 minutes and cater for up
to 8,000 spectators. We have only
just begun to look at the large
amount of paperwork in the
application and would be interested
to hear the views of anyone in the
area. The application is at:
http://publicaccess.durham.gov.uk/
online-applications/
applicationDetails.do?
activeTab=summary&keyVal=NI66BYG
DJBS00
Gillan Gibson and Richard Cowen,
email: cpre.durham@yahoo.co.uk
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Prudhoe
Ground Force
Ground Force for Good in Prudhoe
The CPRE Northumberland Branch
would be the first to agree that its
work is considerably assisted by
groups of volunteers working in
related spheres and is keen to
acknowledge what has been done in
the Prudhoe area by the Prudhoe
Ground Force Working Group.
How Did Ground Force Start?
One or two individuals had for some
time been informally collecting
litter, one whilst walking his dog and
another whilst walking to collect a
Sunday morning newspaper. The
individuals involved were already
active members of the group Friends
of Prudhoe Woods and this led to a
commitment to start a bigger litterclearing group. It was to prove easy

Organisation
spotlight
to spread the word by use of modern
communications. The name Prudhoe
Ground Force was adopted, a
convenient time for action was
chosen and the Group made its small
start on Monday 7 July 2008. It has
met almost every Monday since then.
Membership is open to all.
Who Was/Is Involved?
From these small beginnings the
Group has evolved and, six and a half
years on, now has an emailing list of
some 29 people who support its
work. A significant number of the 29
are very active members who join
the planned activity session
whenever they are available. An
email is sent out by coordinator
James Dobson each Thursday or
Friday, informing all on the list of
recipients
how many
people did
what on the
previous
Monday and
where the
Group will be
working the
following
Monday.
What Does
the Group
Do?
The Group
has been
doing
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environmental work nearly every
Monday morning since those small
beginnings in July 2008. Though
beginning as a purely litter-picking
group it has gradually branched out
over the intervening years and is now
involved in a whole range of
worthwhile environmental activities.
Out of the 291 sessions
recorded to date, 246 have involved
the clearance and picking up of litter
and rubbish (cover photograph). But
Ground Force has planned and
carried out numerous different
activities:
 The management of 8 tubs on the
platforms of Prudhoe Station,
stocking these twice per year with
seasonal plants and bulbs.
 The clearance of brush and trees
from the Spetchells (riverside
chalk hills), so that birds can have
better access to nesting places.
 Helping to make woodland steps
on a hillside.
 Planting thousands of daffodil
bulbs on the steep grassy bank
that surrounds a 25-metre
sculpture known as the Prudhoe
Badger.
 Clearance of a large patch of
brambles etc, then designing and
managing the structure of a
planter and associated seat at the
western entrance to Prudhoe.
 Combating Himalayan balsam near
the River Tyne.
How Is It Funded?
Small grants have been applied for
and received from the Co-operative
Wholesale Society and from a housing
association for the purchase of
daffodil bulbs that were then planted
on the bank adjacent to the Prudhoe

Badger. Bulb planting has taken
place in this location in five of the
last six autumns.
The Group won the Love
Northumberland competition in 2011
and the prize money was used to
purchase jackets with Prudhoe
Ground Force printed on the backs.
It was also used to purchase more
daffodil bulbs for Badger Bank and
for the planter/seat at the western
entrance.
What Outcomes Has the Group
Achieved?
All who are associated with the
Group believe that Prudhoe is a
cleaner place than it was six years
ago as a result of the Group’s efforts.
The Group has put in over 1300
person-hours on environmental work
since its formation. Most of its work
has involved the collection of litter
and rubbish from places not normally
covered by the County Council, which
has installed extra litter bins
following requests by the Group.
Many people have become aware of
the existence of the Group and have
expressed appreciation of the work
that has been done by it.
How Has It Benefited the
Community?
Pupils of local first schools (aged 4 to
9 years) and members of Prudhoe’s
Youth Group have been
enthusiastically involved in the
planting up of the Prudhoe Station
tubs. Also, part of the prize from
Love Northumberland in 2011 was 50
trees which are indigenous to the
North of England. Seven local
schools agreed to take seven trees
each and plant them in the school
grounds.
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Prudhoe Ground Force
What About Work with Other
Bodies?
Prudhoe Ground Force has had strong
support from Northumberland County
Council, which has provided some
litter-pickers’ gloves, over 1600
refuse bags and a collection service
each Monday after the Group’s work
has finished for the day. There has
always been support also from
Prudhoe Town Council. This has
been reciprocated by the Group,
which has had places on the Town
Council’s Northumbria/Prudhoe in
Bloom Working Group, which has met
about eight times per year and
benefited from the help and advice
of the Group, along with that of
other participants.
How Has CPRE Been Involved with
the Group?
In early 2014, the Northumberland
Branch of CPRE was delighted to have
the opportunity to nominate Ground
Force to receive the prize awarded

Organisation
spotlight
nationally to a group independent of
itself for maintenance of beautiful
and litter-free countryside. This
award carried a prize of £500. We
nominated the Group in early April
2014. We were sorry that the Group
didn’t win the award on that
occasion but I’m sure we’d be very
happy to nominate them again if the
opportunity were to arise.
It’s been a pleasure to write
this piece about Prudhoe Ground
Force and I must thank coordinator
James Dobson for supplying me with
photographs and much of the raw
information that I’ve used to write it.
I’m sure the branch would like to
wish the Group every success as it
goes on with its vital work in the
future.
Ian Warburton, Secretary, CPRE
Northumberland Branch

NFU Mutual
online
Survey
https://www.surveymonkey.com/s/CPRENortheast

Have you filled the survey in?
If not, why not do it now?
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Neighbourhood Plans
A CPRE briefing paper

(cont.)

Compiling or contemplating a
Neighbourhood Plan and would like
an idea of what has been successful?
CPRE has published a 22 page
briefing in which they have looked at
12 successful Plans including ones for
Upper Eden, Cumbria and Fish Quay,
North Tyneside. Copies are available
on the CPRE national website http://
www.cpre.org.uk/resources/housingand-planning/planning/item/3803neighbourhood-plans-how-they-areworking-towards-cpre-s-vision-for-the
-countryside

The CPRE Durham website
(http://www.cpredurham.org.uk/
planning_policy.html) in addition to
also has downloadable copies of:
 CPRE Gloucestershire’s “Planning
and Localism: choices and
choosing” which outlines other
methods of influencing local
policy; and
 “How to Shape Where you Live: a
guide to Neighbourhood Planning”
booklet.
Scroll down on the left in the “Key
Resources” box on the “Planning
Policy “page.

Other resources at:
www.planninghelp.org.uk
Abbreviations
AONB

Area of Outstanding
Natural Beauty

NLUD

National Land Use
Database

CPRE

Campaign to Protect Rural
England

NPPF

National Planning Policy
Framework

DCLG

Department of
Communities and Local
Government

ONS

Office of National Statistics

RSPB

Royal Society for the
Protection of Birds

SBA

Save Beadnell Association

SSSI

Site of Special Scientific
Interest

EiP

Examination in Public

MP

Member of Parliament

MW

Megawatt

NFU

National Farmers Union
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