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Campaign to Protect Rural England
CPRE campaigns for a better
future for England’s unique,
essential and precious
countryside. From giving parish
councils expert advice on
planning 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 do not 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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Would you rather receive this NEwsletter
by email? If yes, please email:
cpre.northeast@yahoo.co.uk and ask to
be placed on the email list. You can ask
to come off at any time.
Disclaimer: The views expressed within
this NEwsletter are those of the authors.
Photo credits: front cover, p5 & p23
Gilbert Johnston; p8 North East England
Farmer’s Market; p11 Charles Philips
Trevelyan Collection, Newcastle
University (ref. CPT/PA/4); p12 supplied
by Ted Liddle; p15 & back cover,
Colin Adsley; and p16 & 17 Janet
Fairclough.
Items for the next issue should
be with the Editor by
1st June 2019.
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CPRE’s Chief Executive in Newcastle
CPRE North East was delighted to
welcome Crispin Truman to the region
this January in what was the Chief
Executive’s first visit since becoming
head of our nationwide charity in April
2017.
Crispin was met at Newcastle
Central Station by CPRE Durham and
Northumberland chairs, Pitch Wilson and
Colin Adsley, having travelled up on the
last leg of his journey by train from
Durham with CPRE North East Chair,
Richard Cowen.
The three North East leaders of
the network and Crispin were joined by
committee members at the Royal Station
Hotel in Newcastle to discuss the
organisation’s direction at local, regional
and national level. It was an important,
working meeting with the branches being
frank with the Chief Executive about the
challenges faced at grassroots level in
terms of recruitment and growth. Crispin
took that honesty from ourselves
onboard with a view to addressing the
concerns nationally of a countryside
charity whose sum have always been
greater than its parts.
Our challenges in the North East
are mirrored in many other parts of the
country and we were not telling Crispin
anything he didn’t know already. In
return, he was equally open about CPRE’s
ambitious plans for the future, its
intention of rebranding and reinventing
itself and making it as big a force for the
good of the English environment in the
4

21st century as it had been throughout
the 20th. In an explanation of the
options open to CPRE, Crispin
emphasised that developing and
strengthening the volunteer base while
ensuring a less ‘London-centric’ approach
from CPRE’s national office were among
his priorities. He talked in detail about
CPRE’s plans to rebrand and relaunch
itself ahead of the organisation’s
centenary year in 2026.
Gillan Gibson, Vice-chair of CPRE
North East, outlined our strategies for
survival on minimal man/womanpower
which could be summarised as low-level
sustainable action with an open mind for
expansion as opportunities presented
themselves. She underlined the
importance of finding a collective
strength in working with other
organisations, such as the City of Durham
Trust and also the give and take needed
to work under a national umbrella
organisation. In a wide-ranging
discussion, Crispin and the committee
members discussed everything from the
value of the CPRE name itself to the
future direction of the charity, from our
existing profile with the public and ways
of raising it, to the search for more
volunteers, members and committee
activists.
CPRE North East Chair, Richard
Cowen, who welcomed Crispin to the
meeting, made the point that CPRE is still
seen as pragmatic, sensible, respected especially in terms of planning expertise -
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Crispin Truman’s visit

Crispin, front right, with local committee members
despite the enormous challenge posed by
a lack of resources. He described how
this has impacted Durham planning
issues, without the funds to take to the
courts or the wherewithal to
meaningfully empower local communities
against questionable planning decisions in
almost every case.
Les Ashworth, outgoing Treasurer
of CPRE Northumberland, welcomed the
idea of putting the North East on the
front line in terms of possible CPRE
experimental initiatives.
Colin Adsley, CPRE
Northumberland Chair, backed the
strategic future plans of CPRE in terms of
how it planned to present itself to the
public. He also noted the widespread
support in the region for CPRE leading
efforts to publicise and tackle the issue of
litter and pollution. It was good to see
CPRE Northumberland’s Green Clean

work had reached the ears of Crispin and
overall the committee was reassured that
CPRE has a new Chief Executive who is
open and receptive to ideas on the
ground, but is also determined to support
the regions in whatever way he can.
Offering a vote of thanks from the
CPRE North East region, Gillan Gibson
said: “Thank you so much for coming,
your time was really, really, appreciated.
Your briefing on where we were, where
we are, and where we can go together,
plus all the discussion was considered
highly productive by everyone and I
certainly sensed more optimism in
everyone. There is no doubt this is only
one step in a continuing process, but the
future beckons and it feels distinctly
positive. Thank you once again, and we
look forward to seeing you again.”
Graeme Anderson
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Discover Your Countryside:
The 2019 members’ guide to attractions,
gardens, houses and museums
One of the delights of CPRE membership is
receiving the annual ”Discover Your
Countryside” booklet listing places to visit
throughout England which have discounts
on entry charges for CPRE members. Of
particular note is they tend to be the

independent venues not covered in other
memberships. It can mean a notable
saving, so hunt out that membership card
and see which of these local attractions
you would like to visit first. And if you are
not a member? - why not join us?

Download the complete guide from:
https://www.cpre.org.uk/resources/cpre/about-cpre/item/5089-2019-members-guide

NORTHUMBERLAND

CUMBRIA

Bamburgh Castle,
www.bamburghcastle.com
20% discount on admissions. Not valid on
family tickets or car parking

Askham Hall Gardens, Penrith
www.askhamhall.co.uk
2 for 1 adult entry, excludes special events
(under 12 go free)

Chillingham Castle
www.chillingham-castle.com
Half price admission

Brantwood, Coniston
www.brantwood.org.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of 1 (does not
apply to events)

DURHAM
Bowes Museum, Barnard Castle
www.thebowesmuseum.org.uk
10% discount
Crook Hall and Gardens, Durham City
www.crookhallgardens.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one (offer
does not apply to special or bookable
events)
Head of Steam Darlington Railway
Museum
www.head-of-steam.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one. (Not to
be used in conjunction with any other offer
or on event days)
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Dalmain Mansion and Historic Gardens,
Penrith
www.dalemain.com
2 tickets for the price of one (not valid on
special events days. Please see website for
full details)
Holker Hall, Grange over Sands
www.holker.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one for
combined Hall & Garden ticket only (not
valid for events, see website for details)
Hutton-in-the-Forest, Penrith
www.hutton-in-the-forest.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one (not to
be used during events)

Rydal Mount and Gardens, Ambleside
www.rydalmount.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one (does
not apply with special events)
Winderwath Gardens, Penrith
www.winderwathgardens.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one, children
free
YORKSHIRE
Bronte Parsonage Musuem, Haworth
www.bronte.org.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
(excluding weekends and bank holidays,
not available in conjunction with any other
offer)
Burton Agnes Hall and Gardens, Driffield
www.burtonagnes.com
2 adult tickets for the price of one on Hall
admissions (does not include event days)

Burton Constable Hall, Skirlaugh, Hull
www.burtonconstable.com
2 adult tickets for the price of one
Helmsley Walled Garden, Helmsley
www.helmsleywalledgarden.org.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one (does
not include event days)
Hovingham Hall, Hovingham, York
www.hovingham.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
Kiplin Hall, Scorton, Richmond
www.kiplinhall.co.uk
Half price admission for adults
Knaresborough Castle and Old Courthouse
Musuem, Harrogate
www.harrogate.gov.uk/
knaresboroughcastle
2 adult tickets for the price of one

Parceval Hall Gardens, Skyreholme, near
Appletreewick, North Yorkshire
www.parcevalhallgardens.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one or 50%
discount for single members (does not
include event days)
Royal Pump House Museum, Harrogate
www.harrogate.gov.uk/
pumproommuseum
2 adult tickets for the price of one
Scampston Walled Garden, Malton
www.scampston.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
Shandy Hall, Coxwold, York
www.laurencesternetrust.org.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
Skipton Castle, Skipton
www.skiptoncastle.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one (except
Bank Holidays/special events)
White Scar Cave, Ingleton, Carnforth
www.whitescarcave.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one

Discounts
for CPRE members
Halls & Gardens
Museums
Cave
Castles
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North East England Farmers’ Markets
NEwsletter readers will be familiar with
the principles of farmers’ markets:
i) that the producers must be local to
the market (in the sparsely populated
North East, a distance of 50 miles is
the usual measure);
ii) that the stallholder can only sell what
they have grown, reared, baked,
brewed or otherwise made; and
iii) ingredients should, as far as possible
be locally sourced (though e.g.
oranges in marmalade would be a
necessary exception).
The use of the word “farmer” is,
therefore, perhaps a little misleading.
Most farmers’ markets will include a few
craft stalls as well and allow themselves
one or two producers who don’t meet
the criteria (e.g. selling wine from a
family vineyard in Spain).

© NEEFM

These days there are also some excellent
“local food markets” (eg Jesmond) or
“community markets” (eg Ingleby
Barwick) which do not bind themselves
to the strict farmers’ markets criteria.
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The North East England Farmers’
Markets (NEEFM) exists to promote and
coordinate such markets across the
region, though it does not run any
markets. Their website
(www.neefm.co.uk), supported by
Facebook and Twitter, lists some 25
farmers markets, local food markets and
community markets held regularly in the
region (and just across the borders into
North Yorkshire and Cumbria). Of these,
five are run by local community groups,
three by development trusts, four by
social enterprises, two by the private
sector, two directly by councils and nine
by producer groups – including Northern
Dales Farmers Markets which run a
dozen or so markets in Tees Valley and
North Yorkshire.
These farmers’ markets and local food
markets chime closely with CPRE
interests, particularly:
i) how the seasonality and provenance
of local food links people back to a
better understanding of rural life;

ii) how local food production shapes the
landscape (how many remember the
old Countryside Agency “Eat the
View” campaign?); and
iii) how shopping locally and supporting
local businesses supports the rural
economy.
The CPRE Foodweb methodology, which
enables local activists to plot the network
of local food sources and outlets in their
local community, demonstrates how
farmers and local food markets can boost
demand and production of local food –
and the visibility and sales record of local
producers at farmers markets helps them
place their products in local shops. The
CPRE “From Field to Fork” series
published foodweb studies for Hexham
and for Darlington back in 2012.
Local food production is also strongly
championed in the County Durham Food
Charter and by the County Durham Food
Hub established in 2013. More recently,
a cooperative initiative ‘Produced in
Northumberland’, involving both
Northumberland Tourism and
Northumberland County Council Trading
Standards is following another route to
promote and celebrate local provenance
by encouraging local producers to join a
combined inspection and publicity
programme.
So – if you don’t already support farmers
markets, why not track down your local
market on the NEEFM website
(www.neefm.co.uk) – and also look out
for locally sourced food in your local
independent shops and restaurants.
#ShopLocal
Nic Best

Morpeth market

Local Markets
Alnwick
Barnard Castle
Brampton
Carlisle
Durham
Greenhead
Hartlepool
Hexham
Houghton (Cumbria)
Ingleby Barwick
Jesmond Food Market
Middlesbrough Stewart Park
Middleton St George
Morpeth
Newcastle
Preston Park
Saltburn
Sedgefield
Stanhope
Stokesley
Thornaby Artisan Market
Tynemouth
Whitley Bay
Wynyard Hall

www.neefm.co.uk
9

CPRE “Women and the Countryside”
Molly Trevelyan of Wallington Hall
CPRE’s recent ‘Women and the
Countryside’ event, which looked at the
historic campaigners who shaped the
way we think about the countryside,
focused fresh attention on the work of
the North East’s formidable Molly
Trevelyan.
Daughter of a Durham
industrialist, Molly lived much of her life
in Northumberland’s Wallington Hall and
was there at the very start of CPRE’s
92-year history. Molly was the Women’s
Institute representative when a small
group of organisations with an interest in
the countryside created a ‘Council for the
Preservation of Rural England’ in 1926.
With her expertise on food, farming and
rural life, she became an integral part of
CPRE’s founding committee, playing a
leading role in devising its early aims and
objectives.
She also managed CPRE’s
communications until 1934, arguing that
“to be effective, the preservation
movement must interest a far greater
circle of people”. Her achievements in
that field included securing a number of
BBC radio appeals, and extensive national
press coverage – including a letter to The
Times in support of CPRE’s aims signed by
party leaders Baldwin, MacDonald and
Lloyd George during the 1929 General
Election.
Responsible for recruiting CPRE’s
network of public speakers, Molly
enlisted the architect Clough
Williams-Ellis to the cause, and
commissioned his classic 1928 book,
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England and the Octopus, which she
made sure was sent to 600 schools.
Her commitment to education led
to the creation of special CPRE posters
and pamphlets for schools, scouts and
guides. Indeed, she remained a lifelong
campaigner for schools to incorporate
rural matters into the curriculum, so that
all children would grow up with a sense
of responsibility for the countryside.
Being equally keen to influence
adult public opinion, Molly devised the
Save the Countryside ‘travelling
exhibition’, which contrasted examples of
‘bad development’ with positive
solutions. Westminster Hall was one of
over a hundred venues visited by the
exhibition between 1928 and 1930,
where it was praised by MPs for
highlighting the “lack of forethought in
the development of the countryside’”.
Molly was awarded an MBE in
1963 in recognition of her voluntary work
for the community and countryside.
CPRE Northumberland’s current
acting chair Colin Adsley, said: “Molly’s
contribution during her lifetime was
immense but equally important, I feel, is
to recognise how we would do well today
to continue following her lead. In
particular, I think of the following points
she made:
• to be effective, the preservation
movement must interest a far greater
circle of people;
• party leaders signing up to concerted
action “to avoid injuring a precious
heritage”;

• schools to incorporate rural matters
into the curriculum, so that all
children would grow up with a sense
of responsibility for the countryside;
• a travelling exhibition contrasting
examples of bad development with
positive solutions.
Now these are just a few ideas that could
go some way to reviving CPRE today and
which we should look to carry forward!”
Colin Adsley

Molly pictured with one of her children in 1907
© Newcastle University Charles Philips Trevelyan Collection

More about people...
Over the next few issues of the
NEwsletter, we will look at ways that that
countryside is enjoyed by specific users cyclists, horse riders and the disabled.

And first up is Ted Liddle, who is a CPRE
member and as keen a cyclist as you
could hope to find.

Ted Liddle: CPRE Cyclist Extraordinaire
The 73-year-old, who lives a short
distance outside Hexham, is an
independent cycle tourism specialist
based in the Tyne Valley. A committed
cyclist, both on and off-road, with
extensive knowledge of the minor road
network suitable for cycling, he knows
intimately the off-road access network
not only in the north of England but also
parts of Scotland and many areas in the
Alps. He has conceived countless loops
and linears and specialises in creating,
implementing and managing high-quality
long-distance cycle routes such as The
Sandstone Way in Northumberland.
"The Sandstone Way, I'm particularly
proud to have been involved in," said
Ted. It's a 120 mile cycle from Berwick
down to Hexham along the sandstone
ridge in North Northumberland and it has
attracted more than 10,000 cyclists since

its launch five years ago. That's
wonderful because it will benefit the
micro-economy of the county - shops,
B&Bs, etc - while at the same time being
a great environmental advert for
Northumberland."
Since 1994, Ted has originated
some 2,200 miles of cycle routes in the
North of England, compiled 26 cycle route
map/guides and is the author of three
guidebooks and several cycle route maps.
Recreational cycling and the dynamics of
cycle tourism are his key strengths. A
busy man, Ted represents Cycle UK for
off-road cycling in the North East of
England where he is also regional contact
for OpenMTB, the new national voice for
mountain biking, as well as Chairman of
Tyne Valley MTB Cycling Club.
www.tynevalleymtbcycling.co.uk
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Ted Liddle: Cyclist Extraordinaire

Ted is currently working with
regional agencies to develop a North of
England Recreational Cycle Routes
network which will comprise
approximately 4,000 km of new mapped
and signed routes half of which will be
on-road and half will be off-road as much
as possible. And although cyclists seem
to be increasingly marginalised by the
all-conquering car when it comes to
transport considerations, Ted remains
positive overall. "I'm an optimist by
nature so I have to say that I can see a
great future for cycling in
Northumberland if everyone works hard
to make sure that's the case. The biggest
worry is narrow and winding country
roads that somehow still have a 60mph
speed limit on them even when they're
not much more than single track. That's
something that's a concern and that we
continue to address. But we're lucky in
Northumberland to have so many cycle
ways on and off road for people to enjoy
and loads of guides out there to help
12

(cont)

people who want to
cycle in the area - I
think we've all become
aware of the need to
have simple guides
which people can
easily follow, even on
short routes. The
most important thing
is for cyclists to have a
clear route they can
understand because
one of the big
challenges is you're
out cycling and
suddenly you're not sure where to go or
the best way to get from one place to
another. When it comes to the A1
dualling, I think those responsible for it
are trying to do the right thing. We just
have to guide them to the fact that there
needs to be safe crossing points for the
likes of cyclists and horse riders so that
routes aren't cut off.
CPRE Northumberland Chair Colin
Adsley said: “Ted has been a champion
for the interests of all non-motorised and
vulnerable road users, pressing for
effective protection for people crossing
the A1 from east to west and vice-versa.
I’ve asked if Ted would come along to
one of our meetings some time
because I feel we need to learn more
about how people access the countryside
and what needs and issues arise for them
that we could give support to. Ted's
detailed knowledge of cycling routes in
the county, and how they mesh with the
general road network, is phenomenal.”
Graeme Anderson

Throckley Opencast proposal
for coal and fireclay
BANKS Mining Group wants to rip away
more Green Belt land in the North East
for opencast mining and is greedily
eyeing land just outside of Throckley in
Newcastle. Not content with despoiling
the Derwent Valley - extracting up to
500,000 tons of coal from the Pont Valley
site - it now wants to extract up to
800,000 tons from the Throckley site.
And at the same time, it is appealing the
Secretary of State’s decision to refuse
their application to build a giant opencast
mine next to beautiful Druridge Bay
sands, one of the most picturesque
places on England’s coast.
A planning application for the
Dewley Hill surface mine, located on
agricultural land to the north of the A69's
Throckley junction and to the east of the
B6326 Ponteland Road, is due to be
submitted to Newcastle City Council in
the coming weeks. The scheme, which
would be run in partnership between
Durham-based Banks Mining and Ibstock
Brick, would run for three-and-a-half
years and see 800,000 tonnes of coal and
400,000 tonnes of fireclay extracted.
CPRE North East Chair Richard
Cowen was quoted in the Newcastle
Chronicle story on the controversial issue.
He said: “Banks Mining is currently
digging away a section of the beautiful
Derwent Valley with an opencast mine
which was unwanted by local people and

attracted large-scale popular protests
which have required a police and security
presence. “Sir David Attenborough
criticised Bank’s efforts to opencast mine
at Druridge Bay as “shameful” recently.
And now we hear they want to profit by a
significant mining operation on the edge
of Throckley Village which will see the
rural landscape despoiled. We have
heard Bank’s arguments before about
the national economic interest and that
they are doing all this to supply domestic
consumption. But by their own
admission, Banks has been exporting coal
to Spain, so that argument doesn’t fully
stand up - and nor do others they make.
They may make this sound like a simple,
surgical process but it necessarily brings
disruption, noise, dust, nuisance and a
huge amount of traffic. All this at a time
when a younger generation across the UK
are acutely aware of pollution and
environmental damage and are firmly
against it. The public mood in the
country is undeniably moving away from
pollution and fossil fuels and in favour of
renewables and simply to look to open
one opencast mine after another because
coal can be so easily tapped and sold for
big profits can no longer be justified. We
do not believe proposals to opencast
mine in Throckley can be justified and for
that reason, we will oppose it.”
Graeme Anderson
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So far in 2019 we have necessarily given
a good deal of our attention to the
consultation on the pre-publication draft
Northumberland Local Plan. Close
scrutiny of the text revealed that a
number of our suggestions on the first
version of the Plan had been accepted,
with revisions to the wording of various
policies. We co-signed the lengthy
criticism of Map REN 2 prepared with
professional and legal help by the
Northumberland and Newcastle Society,
and, following consultation with Nic
Best, submitted eight comments of our
own on various policies, one refuting the
need to open up new gravel extraction
sites in the Tyne Valley Green Belt, an
issue that has stirred up serious
opposition in the Hexham area.
Under the banner of ‘connecting
people and countryside’ we prepared
detailed maps of an eight-leg, roughly
heart-shaped walking route linking the
small towns of Warkworth, Rothbury,
Wooler, Seahouses and Alnmouth, and
taking walkers to some of the very best
scenery and heritage features
Northumberland has to offer. We have
since set about sampling opinion on it,
beginning with the Northumbria
Ramblers.
In the meantime we are in
discussion with the National Park for our
members to ‘guest-in’ on a guided walk,
possibly led by new member Jeff Wild, a
walk-leader with the National Park.
We have been delighted to draw
up plans for a talk, to take place this
summer in Corbridge, after a member,
the renowned gardener and writer Susie
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White, offered her services in support of
our work in the county. Her illustrated
talk on ‘My life in gardening’ will be an
unmissable treat in July.
Plans for the various
improvements by Highways England to
the A1 north of Morpeth, including the
construction of a new piece of
dual-carriageway to Felton, have been
published, and we are preparing our
response to the consultation on them.
The plans have been broadly welcomed
in the county but we will be looking for
care in avoiding collateral damage to
fields and hedgerows and a thorough
provision of post-construction
landscaping to mitigate inevitable
impacts on the mostly unspoiled
countryside it will pass through.
Planning Matters
Technical planning issues have come to
the fore recently, especially in relation to
the allowable reason for granting
applications in the Green Belt, ‘limited
infilling in villages’. It has been invoked
in a number of cases in the dispersed
settlement of Stannington Station (no
church, pub or green) where gaps
between buildings of as much as 100
metres have been granted permission
for up to five detached dwellings.
We queried a plan to bring
broadband to the conservation village of
Capheaton, using a great many poles to
carry an overhead cable, while passing
through the designated landscaped
estate of Capheaton Hall.
We also questioned an
application for two wind turbines in the
Green Belt south of Morpeth that had

Bothal in the Wansbeck valley © Colin Adsley

Northumberland Roundup

made no reference to the requirement
(now enshrined in the National Planning
Policy Framework (NPPF)) “that the
planning impacts identified by the
affected local community have been fully
addressed and the proposal has their
backing.” This application has now been
withdrawn.
A full objection was made in
respect of an application for five
dwellings close to the beach at the north
end of Druridge Bay, in the isolated
settlement of Low Hauxley. The area is
part of Northumberland’s Heritage
Coast and its unspoilt beauty, we
believe, deserves protection from
speculative development.
We have also objected to a plan
by Northumberland Estates to build 60
houses on a site outside the settlement
boundary of Lesbury. Neither of two
emerging plans, the Northumberland
Local Plan and the Lesbury
Neighbourhood Development Plan, have
indicated the land as suitable for

housing, and such a large development
would have a major impact on the
character of the village and its facilities.
We are currently looking critically
at two more applications that disregard
settlement boundaries, one between
Chollerford and Humshaugh in the
North Tyne valley, and the other at
Swarland, between Morpeth and
Alnwick. This second application has
received an objection from an unusual
quarter – the Nelson Society.
Apparently the site abuts a
commemorative planting of trees, which,
following Nelson’s death at the Battle of
Trafalgar, were laid out in the pattern of
the Admiral’s battle formation for the
successful British fleet. Building houses
alongside this tribute to one of the
country’s most celebrated heroes cannot
be countenanced by the Society (though
they have stopped short of suggesting
keel-hauling those responsible if the
application is granted)
Colin Adsley
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increased by a further £1,500 by CPRE
Durham.
The money has now been almost all
spent, mainly on giving small grants to
farmers for encouraging them to
undertake “weed-wiping” soft rush,
which is blanketing areas of the uplands
and rendering them unsuitable for
breeding waders. In 2018 for instance,
grants of £1,350 encouraged farmers to
spend almost £3,000 of their own money,
resulting in more than 40 hectares of land
being reclaimed for breeding waders. An
experienced local contractor was hired by
the farmers to carry out this rush
management work. In total, 7 farmers in
Lunedale and Baldersdale have received
grants from the Legacy fund since 2014,
to restore well over 100 hectares of rush
dominated pasture.

© Janet Fariclough

Thomas Raine left £5,000 in his will to
CPRE. As he had been born in Eggleston
and thought Teesdale was “God’s own
Country” in the words of his son, it was
decided to put some of the money to
conservation in Teesdale.
As a CPRE member and
birdwatcher, I was aware that the RSPB
was beginning a long term project in
Baldersdale and Lunedale, two of the
best areas in the country for breeding
waders such as lapwing, curlew, snipe
and redshank. After discussion with the
RSPB I applied for a portion of the legacy
for habitat improvements, and, in 2014,
was given £2,500 to be used in
conjunction with the RSPB. This money
was to be held by the Mid Teesdale
Project Partnership, a registered charity
of which I was treasurer. It was later

Scrape creation
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Weed wiping: before and after
Since 2013, RSPB
volunteers have been
monitoring breeding
wader populations on
farms in the North
Pennines. These surveys
have included all but one
of farms that have
benefited from a rush
management grant and
will hopefully show that
focused advisory support
and rush management can
help to stabilise declining
breeding wader
populations.
Other work has
involved tree planting and
protection, as well as
scrape creation which
provides insect food for
wader chicks. In addition
grants were obtained from
Durham County Council to
assist with tree planting on
three sites, and a grant of
£5,000 was obtained from
Teesdale Action
Partnership for a separate
project on waders, also
with the RSPB.
Both the RSPB’s
Conservation Advisor Janet
Fairclough and I would like
to put on record our
gratitude to CPRE for their
very generous allocation of
funding from the Legacy.
Ian Moorhouse and
Janet Fairclough

September 2014

April 2015

September 2015

April 2016

© Janet Fariclough

Teesdale Birds and Landscape:
The Legacy that keeps on giving
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Durham Round-up
Local Plans
Durham Plan: CPRE Durham is strongly
opposing suggestions in the draft
Durham Plan that Green Belt land should
be used to build 1,700 houses at
Sniperley Park on the city’s outskirts. It
also opposes the proposed building of
450 houses at Sherburn for the same
reason of Green Belt use. We are also
concerned about the deletion of a site at
Great Lumley near Chester le Street formerly a school, it is now derelict and is
separate from the settlement. There is
no evidence that any improvement of the
site as part of the Green Belt has been
considered. The suggestion that a small
site at Fernhill, Durham, should be
developed is also disputed. CPRE is also
monitoring the proposal in the Durham
Plan to allocate land at High West Road
in Crook for 250 houses to which there
have been many objections. The
proposals for the Western and Northern
Relief Roads are highly contentious.
Sunderland and Middlesbrough Local
Plans: CPRE Durham is awaiting the
Examinations in Public as it made
submissions to both Pre-Submission Draft
Plans.
Planning applications and proposals
In Durham a proposal for a new purposebuilt Student Accommodation in the
Green Belt by a park-and-ride site is
being monitored to ensure it does not
affect the openness of the Green Belt
and no ‘infilling’ takes place. At Seaham
the council recently approved a Garden
Village to the south of Seaham and CPRE
Durham is arguing the Green Belt should
be extended from the north of Seaham
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to prevent coalescence with nearby
villages. At Lambton Durham County
Council approved the development of
400 executive homes in the Green Belt
which the last Inspector ruled against in
the now quashed Interim report to the
Examination in Public. CPRE Durham is
pointing out that development needs to
be taken into account when assessing the
Objectively Assessed Need (OAN),
especially in relation to executive
housing. There has also been
development affecting the Green Belt
approved at Maiden Castle with the
construction of an intrusive new sports
building, and at Finchale with housing
development on the former college site.
The controversial application to relocate
Durham County Hall into the town
centre has attracted continual headlines
and talking points almost since it was first
mooted. The planning application has
now been approved and the Secretary of
State will now have to decide whether or
not to call the application in. Developers
are appealing against a decision to refuse
permission to build on land to the west
of The Bridgewater Arms in Winston.
Messrs Hendriksen and Forrest want to
build 16 new dwellings there. CPRE
Durham opposed the original application
and permission was refused by Durham
County Council. At Crook plans to build
350 houses on land to the north west of
High Beechburn Farm are being
opposed.
A new consultation is for “IAMP
TWO”, the International Advanced
Manufacturing Park north of Nissan in
Sunderland and South Tyneside. The two

councils, Sunderland and South Tyneside
have already adopted an Area Action Plan
for the area, which is now part of their
Local Plans, and now there are proposals
to develop the second part of the site.
Hawthorn Quarry: CPRE has also
expressed great concern for the future of
the roads around Hawthorn Quarry when
it reopens. CPRE Durham fears that a
similar fate awaits Hawthorn as was
experienced by Old Quarrington several
decades ago when in In the mid-1980s
the use of the road outside the houses by
quarry vehicles was dangerous due to the
number of vehicles and the mud in wet
weather and dust in dry weather. The
problems were only resolved when the
access was abandoned and a new access
road was constructed to Quarrington
Quarry. The quarry operating company
for Hawthorn has offered to set-up a
quarry liaison committee to work with
local residents but CPRE Durham says
experience at Quarrington suggests that
such arrangements do not always work
out satisfactorily, for example such
committees may meet only twice a year,
which means that it may be difficult to
address problems as they occur. For a
cautionary tale see page 22.
In Darlington two adjacent
applications, known collectively as
Coniscliffe Park, one for up to 535
dwellings and the second for up to 985
dwellings, with a convenience store ,a
proposed primary school and early years
school and sports pitch conflict with
development plan policies and bring the
loss of green fields. They have been
vigorously opposed by CPRE Darlington
who also point out that the Borough
already has a proven five-year housing
supply. In Middleton St George

developers submitted an appeal for
non-determination of their application for
housing. CPRE and Middleton St George
Parish Council were working to oppose
the appeal and a date in May had been
set for the Inquiry, but Gladman have
now withdrawn their appeal. However,
the village is still embroiled in appeals as
three linked ones have come forward for
the site known locally as High Stell.
All that said, there are BIG positives:

The Big Spring Clean
CPRE Durham is supportive of the efforts
of Gerald Lee, Councillor for Heighington,
and his Big Spring Clean drive around
Darlington and Durham. The Big Spring
Clean starts in February and runs through
to April and has been going for many
years now. Every year more and more
volunteers take to their streets to clean
up their own communities and it is
appreciated by everyone.
Councillor Lee said: “From our first
Big Spring Clean all those years ago when
a small group of enthusiastic people met
in a house in Heighington, the numbers of
volunteers who have turned out has gone
up from 500+ to over 4000. It is a
tremendous effort. With increased
awareness about plastic and much more
interest in the damage litter does to our
wildlife, I hope more will join in. Working
with Durham County Council and
Darlington Borough Council has been a
wonderful impetus to organising this
event and my thanks extend to them and
their officers who have bought into the
idea.
Find litterfreedurham on facebook:
www.facebook.com/pages/
Litterfreedurham/374135489436527?
sk=likes
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CPRE Around England
While the NEwsletter frequently reports
on worrying developments, it’s not all
bad news. So much positive work is also
being done to improve the environment
and one heartening statistic that leapt
out is that since September 2018 more
than 1,160,000 trees have been planted
by the Rural Development Programme
for England..
Brownfield Registers
CPRE publiished its 2019 edition of the
‘State of Brownfield’ in England in
March. This updates the analysis of
brownfield registers across the country
and the number of sites, area of land
and estimated housing capacity available
for development. This is an important
document because in an era when
consensus appears to have been reached
that many more houses need to be built
in the country, it is important to
emphasise that if hundreds of thousands
of houses are to be built, they should
build on brownfield land first, rather
than eating up Green Belt and green
fields to build expensive executive
houses which do little to solve housing
shortages.

National parks
THIS year sees the 70th anniversary of
the creation of National Parks. CPRE is
one of many proud organisations who
were in at the beginning when the
National Parks were first mooted and for
whom this anniversary is most welcome.
Litter and waste
CPRE has been heavily involved in the
Government’s Deposit Return Scheme
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(DRS) consultations - having campaigned
for it for 10 years. The CPRE litter team
will also meet with other environmental
organisations that work in this area to
share knowledge and expertise on how
best to respond to the consultation.
The deposit return consultation
was released alongside three other
consultations on waste and resource
reforms covering: packaging producer
responsibility; consistency in household
and business recycling collections; and a
tax on plastic packaging containing less
than 30% recycled content. CPRE will be
working with Wildlife and Countryside
Link to respond to all these
consultations.
This is such a critical juncture in
the country’s approach to litter and
waste and we want to do everything we
can as an organisation to ensure actions
taken now will genuinely benefit
generations to come.
Fracking
CPRE research has shown less than a
quarter of people (24%) would support
weakening safety limits on the
magnitude of earthquakes caused by
fracking. More than twice as many
people (54%) support the rules as they
stand and, only 13% of people believe
the Government is listening to their
concerns on fracking, more than half
(51%) believe they are being ignored.
Tom Fyans, Deputy Chief
Executive at CPRE, said: “The public has
made it abundantly clear they do not
want earthquake regulations to be
weakened. But given they don't believe

the Government is listening to their
concerns over fracking – at a time
when we are facing the
unprecedented threat of climate
change – it is imperative action is
taken to restore public faith. If the
Government rolls over on this latest
bout of industry lobbying and relaxes
these standards – which exist to
protect the public, our countryside and
environment – it will only ramp up
public opposition to new heights. At a
time when Government proposals
threaten to impose fast-tracked
fracking over communities’ heads, it is
crucial it reassures the public that it is
taking their concerns seriously.”

Successes
CPRE’s “2018 Review” highlighted many
wins , including:
• 96 acres of the Lake District National Park
at Thirlmere, rescued from an intrusive
‘activity hub’ by protests from CPRE and
the Friends of the Lake District (our
representatives in the National Park).
• 383 acres of the Kent Downs Area of
Outstanding Natural Beauty, spared from
development thanks to CPRE Kent’s
Supreme Court challenge to Dover
Council.
• 15 acres of a landscape celebrated by
poet AE Housman, saved from a caravan
park at Great Comberton, following CPRE
Worcestershire’s objection.
Graeme Anderson

www.cpre.org.uk/resources
Recent resources
• CPRE’s annual “State of Brownfield
2019” report
• CPRE’s 2018 Review
• Back to the land: rethinking our
approach to soil, CPRE report

Most popular
• How to shape where you live: a guide
to neighbourhood planning
• The end of the road? Challenging the
roadbuilding consensus
• Mapping Local Food Webs Toolkit

Abbreviations
AAP

Area Action Plan

CPRE

Campaign to Protect Rural
England

DRS

Deposit Return Scheme

MP
NEEFM

NPPF

National Planning Policy
Framework

OAN

Objectively ‘Assessed Need
(housing

Member of Parliament

QLC

Quarry Liason Committee

North East England Farmers’
Markets

RSPB

Royal Society for the Protection
of Birds

@CPRENorthEast
twitter

www.facebook.com/
cprenortheastregion/ti,eline?
ref=page_internal
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It is not uncommon, when a “bad
neighbour” proposal is granted planning
permission, that a Liaison Committee is
established so that local residents, the
operators and the Council officials can
discuss any problems (or indeed lack of
them) and reach solutions to try to
prevent them in the future. Liaison
Committees are commonplace where
quarrying activities take place near
residential communities.
A question has arisen, however, as
to the standing of such committees, in
particular what is the weight to be given
to any decisions they make. When it
comes to complaints about nuisance this
may be fairly easy to establish. The
operator is told about a problem and he
takes action to ensure it does not recur.
But what if a plan is hatched to
consider future developments? A
situation has occurred in County Durham
where the quarry operators wished to
extend their workings. Residents did not
oppose, but it meant the extinguishment
of a popular right of way. A lot of
negotiations took place, including
residents attending the Council’s
Planning Committee and an on-site
meeting subsequently taking place
between officers, quarry operators and
residents where a satisfactory alternative
was agreed. As a result of this residents
did not object to a subsequent
application to extinguish the original right
of way.
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What was not known by residents
was that there had been a subsequent
meeting between council officers and the
quarry operators where it was agreed
that this alternative was not to form part
of the planning permission. As a result,
the full extent of the agreed alternative
route was not included in the
extinguishment order.
Of course, it can be argued
residents should have checked this but
they did act on promises that had been
clearly made.
Although this route was used for
some 5 or 6 years after the on-site
meeting, the field on which it was
situated was then sold to a local farmer
without any reservation of it. The route is
now blocked.
A complaint has been made
against the Council that they should have
notified the residents about the
subsequent agreement they reached with
the quarry operators (the predecessors of
the existing operators). The Council says
this was the responsibility of the
operators. In their response to the
complaint, the Council states
“I am aware that Council officers tried
to formalise an agreement for the
blue route but this was refused by
Tarmac as they were well aware this
was not an obligation put on them by
the planning process, rather they were
entering into this voluntarily. Tarmac
did not deliver this route. DCC does

not have the power to enforce this. I
appreciate that this additional route
would have been favourable to
residents but that does not
automatically result in culpability on
the Council for its departure.”
The matter is still under consideration but
this is perhaps a warning that, if any
Liaison Committee is formed (say, if open
cast coal mining at Druridge Bay is finally
approved), great care should be taken to
ensure that any agreement reached with
residents is formally recorded and fully
checked up on. As we have said, and
indeed Durham County Council seems to
have accepted, faith has been lost now in
the system. As is said in the letter
“I appreciate why you lost trust in the
QLC process. However, unless any

decisions or resolutions that may arise
as a result of discussion within your
Quarry Liaison Committee (QLC)
meetings have been officially
incorporated as part of the formal
application, the QLC meetings do not
have any legally binding actions.”
No doubt the moral of this story is "take
nothing for granted". Whatever you may
have agreed on site, make sure that you
check all steps taken afterwards to
ensure that this is addressed. And if it is
not take appropriate action then,
including, if appropriate, objecting to any
proposed development until the matter is
sorted.
Richard Cowen, CPRE NE Chair

Hedge and tree netting
Since the last NEwsletter there have
been various reports of hedges and
trees covered in nets, apparently to
stop birds nesting so developers
building works are not held up by
nesting birds.
This photo is of at a site in
Ryhope, Sunderland, there has been
press coverage of trees netted in
Darlington and there was national
coverage in the “Times”
newspaper. Apparently it is legal,
but many are not happy about it.
Do you know of any instances in
your area? Then email
cpre.northeast.@yahoo.co.uk.
For more information the RSPB has
has a webpage at www.rspb.org.uk/ourwork/rspb-news/news/stories/use-of© Gilbert Johnston

Liaison Committees
What is their purpose?
A cautionary tale…

Ryhope, Sunderland

netting/ which includes a link to a petition
on the Government’s website
Gillan Gibson
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