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Campaign to Protect Rural England
CPRE fights for a better future
for England’s unique, essential
and precious countryside. From
giving parish councils expert
advice on planning issues to
influencing national and
European policies, we work to
protect and enhance the
countryside.
We believe a beautiful,
thriving countryside is
important for everyone, no
matter where they live.
Nationally, we don’t own land
or represent any special
interests. This differentiates us
from organisations like the
National Trust and the
Countryside Alliance.
Our members are united in
their love for England’s
landscapes and rural
communities, and stand up for
the countryside, so it can
continue to sustain, enchant
and inspire future generations.
We’ll be stronger by being
inclusive – CPRE is for
everyone.
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Disclaimer: The views expressed
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the authors.
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Items for the next issue should
be with the Editor by
1st August 2016.
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Chair’s Desk
There is not much more to report on
Devolution since my last report other
than the North East Combined
Authority has currently put the
matter on hold, it seems while they
seek further powers from the
Government. Gateshead Council,
however, has said it wishes to
withdraw from the agreement. We
will have to wait with interest to see
how this progresses and how it
affects what we are doing. However,
there does not appear to be any
similar move to delay as far as the
Tees Valley Combined Authority is
concerned.
As I am sure members will be
aware, the Government has been
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consulting on amending the National
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF)
and introducing new measures into
the Housing and Planning Bill. Much
of this centres on providing more
land for housing to increase the
potential supply. This includes
“Starter Homes”, basically
Affordable Housing which can be
bought at a discount and then sold
after 5 years. CPRE nationally has
been responding to this but we in the
North East have made our comments
to CPRE National Office. Again, we
will have to wait to see how this
develops and whether the planning
system ends up being yet further
weakened.

Richborough case
Planning applications:
”saved” Local Plan policies and the
5 year housing supply
Meanwhile, there was an important
judgment from the Court of Appeal
known as the Richborough case with
regard to out of date saved policies
in old plans and how they applied in
planning application decisions. The
judgment considered what policies
are relevant for the purposes of
paragraph 49 of the NPPF and then
went on to determine how much
weight, if any, should be applied to
them.
Paragraph 49 of the NPPF has
caused problems for some time. The
paragraph says
“Housing applications should be
considered in the context of the
presumption in favour of
sustainable development.
Relevant policies for the supply of
housing should not be considered
up-to-date if the local planning
authority cannot demonstrate a
five-year supply of deliverable
housing sites.”
So the first question which the Court
determined was just what policies
are relevant “for the supply of
housing”. They gave this a very wide
interpretation. Relevant policies are
not just those which specifically
refer to housing but also those which
may restrict housing in any given
area, eg policies to protect the
countryside.
This may seem like bad news
and to some extent no doubt it is.
But the Court then determined how
much weight should be given to such
saved policies which are “out of
date” as a result of paragraph 49 and

not fully consistent with the NPPF.
The Court noted that there had been
a move, including one or two High
Court judgments, to say such policies
carried no or limited weight. The
Court’s response to this was direct.
The judge who delivered the
judgment, Lindblom LJ, at paragraph
46 said of this approach “it is
incorrect”.
In paragraph 47, he considered how
such policies should be assessed and
said
“The weight to be given to such
policies is not dictated by
government policy in the NPPF.
Nor is it, nor could it be, fixed by
the court. It will vary according to
the circumstances, including, for
example, the extent to which
relevant policies fall short of
providing for the five-year supply
of housing land, the action being
taken by the local planning
authority to address it, or the
particular purpose of a restrictive
policy – such as the protection of a
“green wedge” or of a gap
between settlements. There will
be many cases, no doubt, in which
restrictive policies, whether
general or specific in nature, are
given sufficient weight to justify
the refusal of planning permission
despite their not being up-to-date
under the policy in paragraph 49 in
the absence of a five-year supply
of housing land. Such an outcome
is clearly contemplated by
government policy in the NPPF. It
will always be for the decisionmaker to judge, in the particular
circumstances of the case in hand,
how much weight should be given
to conflict with policies for the
5

Chair’s Desk
supply of housing that are out-ofdate. This is not a matter of law;
it is a matter of planning
judgment”
I apologise for quoting this at some
length but I believe that this is fairly
straightforward and easy to
understand. Of course, decision
makers can apply this test and still
legitimately determine that planning
permission should be granted under
all the circumstances. But are our
Councillors being given this
information correctly or are they still
being told that, in all the
circumstances, if there is not a 5
year housing supply, little or no
weight should be given to such
policies? The distinction may be fine
but in my opinion it is an important
one.
So I think we still have some
battles on our hands. We must
accept that saved polices relevant to
housing will be given a very wide

(cont.)

interpretation. But we also entitled
to anticipate that they will be given
due weight as described in this
judgment, weight that will change
from case to case and will depend on
all the circumstances. In my opinion,
that means circumstances relevant to
the site in question, not of general
concern such as a lack of a 5 year
housing supply throughout the
Council’s area. That finding must
then be weighed against the lack of a
5 year housing supply while assessing
any moves to combat it by the
council.
I suppose all I can say at
present is that we should keep this
under review and see how this
judgment is affecting future
decisions here in the North East.
Perhaps members could watch what
is happening in their area and we can
discuss the situation at the next
Regional Quarterly Meeting.
Richard Cowen

Richborough case websites
Court of Appeal decision:
Website: http://www.bailii.org/ew/
cases/EWCA/Civ/2016/168.html
Neutral Citation Number:
[2016] EWCA Civ 168
Case No: C1/2015/0583 and
C1/2015/0894

CPRE: Paul Miner’s blog of 12th May
2016, website:
http://www.cpre.org.uk/magazine/
opinion/item/4295-up-for-achallenge

We are grateful to NFU Mutual
for generously supporting this
newsletter
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Local organisation
spotlight

Historically, CPRE activists in the North
East have not campaigned strongly on
transport issues although CPRE
nationally does, and there is a strong
volunteer-based transport network in
the organisation. Instead, in the North
East, we have been represented and
relied on NECTAR – the North East
Combined Transport Activists
Roundtable.
This is an umbrella group for
organisations and individuals interested
in advocating and campaigning for
sustainable transport in the region.
Besides CPRE, its member organisations
include RailFuture NE, Living Streets,
CTC (Cyclists’ Touring Club), Tyne &
Wear Public Transport Users Group,
Newcastle Cycling Campaign and
several local rail user groups.
It was established in 2000 as
part of a network of regional
roundtables set up by Transport 2000,
and later inherited by Campaign for
Better Transport (CBT). With the
decline of policy-making at a regional

NECTAR –
North East
Combined
Transport
Activists
Roundtable
level, loss of funding and CBT’s
increasing focus on national
campaigning, many of the regional
roundtables have disappeared.
However, NECTAR continues to
exist though operating on a
shoestring budget.
The focus of NECTAR’s
activities has been responding to
consultations and inquiries: it has
submitted responses regularly to House
of Commons Transport Committee
Inquiries and has been quoted in a
number of their reports; it was actively
involved in the transport aspects of the
North East Assembly and One North
East’s activities; and it has responded
to the draft Local Transport Plans and
Local Plan formulation of local
authorities – including the road
schemes in the Durham Local Plan and
Joint Newcastle-Gateshead One Plan.
A full “consultation log” listing all the
responses back to 2000 is posted on
NECTAR’s newly refurbished website
http://nectar.btck.co.uk/ and many of
the actual submissions are available.
With the transport
responsibilities and powers of the
emerging combined authorities the role
of NECTAR remains important, the
expected North East Combined
Authority overarching Local Transport
Plan is awaited with particular
interest.
Nic Best
7

Discover Your Countryside:
The 2016 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:
http://www.cpre.org.uk/magazine/out-and-about/item/3257-discover-yourcountryside?
NORTHUMBERLAND

CUMBRIA

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

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

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

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)

DURHAM
Bowes Museum, Barnard Castle
www.thebowesmuseum.org.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one

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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Holker Hall, Grange over Sands
www.hoker.co.uk
2 tickets for the price of one (not for
events. Please 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)

YORKSHIRE
Bolton Castle, Leyburn
www.bolton castle.co.uk
20% discount on admission (does not
extend to evening events)
Brockfield Hall, Warthill, York
www.brockfieldhall.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
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
Constable Burton hall Gardens,
Leyburn
www.constable burton.com
2 adult tickets for the price of one
(not valid during tulip festival, 30th
April—2nd May 2016)
Fairfax House, Castlegate, York
www.fairfaxhouse.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, Skreholme,
North Yorkshire
www.parcevalhallgardens.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
(does not include event days)
Royal Pump House Museum,
Harrogate
wwwharrogate.gov.uk/
pumproommuseum
2 adult tickets for the price of one
Scampston Walled Garden, Malton
www.scampston.co.uk/gardens
2 adult tickets for the price of one
(not valid on vintage weekend 12th
June or Plant Fair days, 19th and 25th
September
Shandy Hall, Coxwold
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 Holildays/Special
events)

Helmsley Walled Garden, Helmsley
www.helmsleywalledgarden.org.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
(does not include event days)

Thorp Perrow Arboretum, Bedale
www.thorpperrow.com
2 adult tickets for the price of one,
valid January, February, March, June,
July, September and December

Hovingham Hall, Hovingham, York
www.hovingham.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
(does not extend to guided tours)

White Scar Cave, Ingleton,
Carnforth
www.whitescarcave.co.uk
2 adult tickets for the price of one
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Further tales from Northumberland
with Robson Green (ITV)
Congratulations again to Robson
Green and the production team for
yet another fascinating series about
our county.
Each episode has the happy
knack, while entertaining us, of
feeding the viewer's interest in all
things Northumbrian. Our wild
landscapes, historic buildings and
rural/coastal communities are
presented with respect and affection
for their enduring value. While wild
creatures in their natural habitats
were a particular feature of series
two - from dolphins in the North Sea,
to the Chillingham white cattle and
wild goats in the Cheviots - this
series sets its sights on our renowned
far horizons by following various
routes and pathways around the
county. Most are over land but there
are excursions too into the air and on
sea.
Following some spectacular
bird's-eye views of Northumberland,

the series takes us over the Cheviot
section of the Pennine Way, then,
after a sea-excursion, heads off into
the borderlands. Next we are led
along St Oswald's Way then explore
the route of the Tyne and the line of
the whin sill, before completing the
series by following the stunning
coastline from Howick to Bamburgh.
All this, of course, is enhanced by the
relaxed and good-humoured company
of Robson Green and a succession of
interesting characters he comes upon
in his travels.
This series reminds us of the
precious legacy of stunning
landscapes we have in
Northumberland, but also, like the
two previous series, leaves us with a
powerful sense of the fulfilment that
comes from a life led close to the
land (or the water), and the sheer
fun that can be had by sharing in its
rigours and surprises.
CPRE Northumberland

Abbreviations
CBT

Campaign for Better Transport

HR

Human Resources

CPRE

Campaign to Protect Rural
England

LP

Local Plan

CTC

Cycling UK/Cyclists’ Touring
Club

NE

North East

NP

Neighbourhood Plan

DCA

Durham Community Action

ONS

Office for National Statistics

DCC

Durham County Council

SHLAA

DCLG

Department for Communities
and Local Government

Strategic Housing Land
Availability Assessment

SHMA

ELR

Employment Land Review

Strategic Housing Market
Assessment

SLR

Strategic Land Review
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Mitford Estates appeal and submit a
new planning application
Mitford Estates, aiming
to build over 200 houses
and a commercial
development on land
west of Scotch Gill in
Morpeth, has now
submitted a revised
application.
It has also
appealed against the
refusal of the first
application, so the
company, owned by the
Shepherd family
(Shepherd Offshore), is
now mounting a
two-pronged attack on the
Northumberland Local Plan. The new
scheme still aims to use Green Belt
land outside the settlement boundary
for the town (as confirmed in the
Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan,
recently given a resounding Yes vote
in the town's referendum). In the
meeting of the Strategic Planning
Committee that rejected the first
application, councillors were clear
that the plans set out for Morpeth in
the Northumberland Local Plan are
on track to deliver all the homes
needed in the area, using sites
already agreed, without the need to
encroach on the Green Belt.
That decision was warmly
applauded by over 100 members of
the public - many of them from the
Morpeth North Residents' Action
Group (supported by CPRE
Northumberland) who attended the
meeting at County Hall.

Mitford Estates has not,
however, accepted the decision of
the democratically elected Council.
The original plan has been modified,
housing numbers reduced to 195, but
is substantially the same in
character. It is, however,
accompanied by a number of new
documents including a 50 page
Planning Statement which argues
that the site cannot really be
considered Green Belt land, that the
development is needed to fulfil
Morpeth's housing requirement over
the next five years, that the
commercial part of the development
is needed by the town and finally
that the development will not
compromise, but might indeed be
seen as enhancing, the landscape
character of the Wansbeck valley.
CPRE Northumberland
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Multi-million ton open cast mine at
Druridge Bay - decision soon

Despite assurances from Banks
that they will conduct their
operation with sensitivity to the
character of the local area, CPRE
Northumberland believes the impact
of such extensive workings on the
natural aspect and tranquillity of the
Bay will be little short of
catastrophic. We therefore stand
with the Save Druridge Bay campaign
group against the proposal.
Druridge Bay is the
southernmost part of the
Northumberland Heritage Coast. It is
popular in summer with many
families from Northumberland,
Tyneside and beyond and is a regular
haunt of nature lovers, dog walkers
and photographers throughout the
year. Its unspoilt beauty is renowned,

its wealth of migrant bird visitors
makes it a mecca for 'twitchers'.
It suffered grievous disruption
from surface mining through the
70/80s, followed by a painfully slow
restoration process. Only now is it
achieving the tranquillity it deserves
as a haven of peace and beauty in a
frenetic world.
We understand that Banks
Mining is a responsible company with
a good record in the way they carry
out operations and aftercare. But
there are other places where there
are coal reserves. Druridge Bay is
too special to too many people to be
sacrificed again, especially when the
area has been helping
Northumberland build its emergent
tourism industry.
CPRE Northumberland

Downloadable booklets on planning
A decision is expected soon from
Northumberland County Council's
Strategic Planning Committee on the
application from Banks Mining. This
local company, currently extracting
coal from sites on Lord Ridley's
estate, plans to mine a large swathe
of farmland immediately to the west
of Druridge Bay, on a site
approaching 750 acres (well over a
square mile), between Cresswell and
Widdrington village.
The application has created a
great deal of controversy, receiving
over 2000 letters equally divided
between those (mostly local people)
who support the prospect of work in
12

an area with a tradition of coal
mining and those who feel the
environmental cost is too great and
that it will harm tourism. In
February a packed Village Hall at
Widdrington Station heard a lively
and well-managed debate between
the opposing groups.
The impact on this beautiful
six-mile beach is bound to be
massive, clearly visible from all roads
past the site and dominating the
views inland from the top of the
dunes. Disturbance from noise and
traffic can be expected until the late
2020s, when restoration of the site is
due for completion.

http://planninghelp.cpre.org.uk/resources/publications
Other resources at:
www.planninghelp.org.uk
http://www.cpredurham.org.uk/
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Neighbourhood Plans Roadshow
Thursday 3rd March 16, Bowburn Community Centre
This event was organised by Durham
Community Action (DCA) in
conjunction with CPRE Durham. It
was held on 3 March 2016 at Bowburn
Community Centre during the
morning. About 50 delegates
attended.
The event was opened by
Yvonne Probert of DCA followed by a
short presentation from Gillan Gibson
giving background on CPRE. Richard
Cowen then followed this with a brief
outline of what CPRE has been doing
re planning applications, Green Belt
issues and the Examination in Public
for the Durham Plan. He referred to
his experience with a Neighbourhood
Plan (NP) for the Bowburn area and
that he believed a number of people
in the County may be feeling
disillusioned with the process. He
also referred to a major employment
and housing application in Bowburn
that may well be a strategic issue
and therefore not within the remit of
Neighbourhood Plans (NPs). However,
in view of recent developments, the
Bowburn community was having to
review the whole issue of its
proposed NP.
Richard Cowen introduced
Steve Ragg from the County Durham
Association of Local Councils who
outlined his role in keeping all the
parish and town councils in County
Durham informed of issues such as
NPs.
This was followed by a video
from Brandon Lewis, Minister for
Housing and Planning, which outlined
14

the significance of NPs and the fact
that they carry weight in the
planning system. Jonathan Green
from the Department for
Communities and Local Government
(DCLG) then gave a presentation
regarding the national position, how
NPs were increasing throughout the
country, and the idea that they were
supposed to bring communities into
planning rather than exclude them.
He referred to the Examination
process followed by the referendum.
He stated that turnout for referenda
had been quite high (33%) with a very
high vote in favour of the proposals.
None had yet resulted in a NP being
turned down. He referred to
proposals in the Housing and Planning
Bill to simplify the procedure and
mentioned that the consultation was
still open. He also referred to the
average costs involved for
communities and how they could
obtain support for these.
Graham Black and Gavin Scott
from the Spatial Policy Team of
Durham County Council (DCC) then
gave an outline of the position in
County Durham. One NP at Whorlton
in the rural south west of the County
was about to go for examination and
the Sedgefield NP had just
progressed to consultation. They
outlined the number of NPs being
proposed in the county and where
they were, but noted none was in
Wear Valley. They outlined the
assistance they could give.

They mentioned the assistance
they can give re obtaining financial
support and the actual assistance
they can give on the ground.
However, they cannot write the
plans. When they consider them
before consultation, any suggestions
are given in good faith and with a
view to ensuring the smooth progress
of the NP through the examination
and referendum process. However,
they agreed that some NPs in the
county had fallen by the wayside and
to date none had been adopted.
This was followed by a
presentation from two people, Nic
Best and Phil Ashmore, involved in
the Morpeth NP which had just been
to referendum at the end of
February. There had been a turnout
of 30% and with 92% in favour of the
Plan.
Nic outlined the reasons why
the community had opted for a NP,
that Morpeth faced heavy
development pressure which was
receiving approval. The trouble was
much was in the “wrong place”. He
outlined the consultations they had
undertaken and the length of time
the whole process had taken.
Phil gave a layman’s account
regarding the process. He first asked
whether the effort was worth it and
gave the response that at the present
it is too early to say. As a retired
Director of Human Resources (HR)
with Nissan, he outlined issues he
considered important to ensure the
process stayed on track and, if
progress fell behind schedule, how
the matter was to be redressed. He
also stressed that NPs take a lot of
effort and people need to be fully

aware of this before starting on the
process. His presentation was well
received as it gave an honest
layman’s (albeit as a retired HR
Director) account of what is involved
and an honest assessment as to
whether the process is worth it.
This was followed by a
question and answer session where
some questions were raised about
the actual involvement of Durham
County Council in promoting and
assisting the process. Richard Cowen
responded to one question that the
Bowburn NP had been considering
only housing, but recent planning
decisions had effectively undermined
the whole process which now needed
completely revisiting.
Some particular key points
which came out of the event were:
 Neighbourhood Plans do carry
“weight”, especially once
submitted and once they have
passed the referendum;
 Completed they carry the same
“weight” as a Local Plan and must
be considered when planning
applications are submitted;
 Areas with Neighbourhood Plans
receive more of the Community
Infrastructure Levey (CIL) resulting
from a planning application;
 Work on a Neighbourhood Plan does
not have to wait until a Local Plan
is adopted;
 There is lots of help available from
many sources if a parish, or a
forum if there is no parish, is
considering doing a Neighbourhood
Plan
Richard Cowen, Chair, CPRE NE
Region and Gillan Gibson, Secretary,
CPRE Durham
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Local Plans update
At the moment the situation is
frequently changing in the North East
region with various councils revising
or updating their local planning policy
documents. The Government has said
that it may intervene if a council has
not made adequate progress in
drawing up their Plan by December
2017. They have also said councils
without the necessary progress by
that date will not receive the New
Homes Bonus, a prospect which no
doubt will thoroughly concentrate
council’s minds and will be part of the

driving force behind the current flurry
of activity.
Below is the situation at the
time of writing for a number of
councils who are active at the
moment. Information includes the
website address for the planning
policy pages so you can keep up to
date. In addition consider contacting
your Council’s planning policy unit to
have your name added to their email
list for notifications as they are
announced.

DARLINGTON
http://www.darlington.gov.uk/
environment-and-planning/planning/
planning-and-environmental-policy/
new-local-plan-2016-2036/

http://www.darlington.gov.uk/
environment-and-planning/planning/
planning-and-environmental-policy/
other-statutory-documents/
statement-of-communityinvolvement/

Making and Growing Places: This
document was withdrawn at a
Cabinet meeting on 3rd November
2015.
Statement of Community
Involvement
This is out for a consultation which
closes Monday 13th June 2016.
The web page is:

HARTLEPOOL
https://www.hartlepool.gov.uk/
info/20209/local_plan/312/
local_plan
This following documents are out for
a consultation which
16

Issues and Options: This is due out
for consultation. Currently the
documents which went to Cabinet on
6th April 2016 (Agenda item 6b),
which give an idea of content, can be
viewed at:
http://www.darlington.gov.uk/yourcouncil/democracy/meetingdetails/?id=1886

closes Friday 22nd July 2016:
 Local Plan Preferred Options
document /Proposal Map
 Sustainability Appraisal
 Habitats Regulations Assessment

COUNTY DURHAM
http://www.durham.gov.uk/cdp
The Durham Plan: The original
document has been withdrawn.
A revised timetable for a new
County Durham Plan has been
published. See Cabinet papers for
the 6th April 2016 meeting which
include the report County Durham
Plan - the next steps and Assessing
Development Proposals in County
Durham. Note in particular:
 the revised timetable for the
Durham Plan, see below; and
 the revised Council Policy Position
Statement on how planning
applications will be dealt with in
the meantime and which makes
specific reference to the "weight"

NORTH TYNESIDE
http://www.northtyneside.gov.uk/
browse.shtml?p_subjectCategory=182
North Tyneside Local Plan
Pre-Submission Draft:
Consultation on the Council's Presubmission draft Local Plan closed on
the 14th December 2014.
The responses will be reviewed
and, once this is complete all
submitted comments and supporting

of "saved policies" and the 5 year
housing supply.
The website with the papers is:
http://democracy.durham.gov.uk/
ieListDocuments.aspx?
CId=154&MId=7931&Ver=4
Issues and Options: This is due out
for consultation. It is anticipated
documents which go to Cabinet on
16th June 2016, which should be a
good indication of the content of the
document, will be available on the
Council website a few days earlier
with the other items for that
meeting. Start of the formal
consultation is currently scheduled
for 24th June 2016. It is thought
there will be about 50 questions for
consultees to respond to.

evidence will be provided to
government.
An independent Planning
Inspector will consider the proposed
Local Plan and hold an Examination
in Public where outstanding
objections will be considered.
Following receipt of the
Planning Inspector's report it is
expected that the Local Plan will be
adopted in early 2017.
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SUNDERLAND
http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/
index.aspx?articleid=8397

NORTHUMBERLAND
http://
www.northumberland.gov.uk/
Planning/Planning-policy.
aspx#currentplanningpolicies
Northumberland County Council
has now announced that its
Core Strategy is not yet ready
for submission. Another round
of changes and consultations is
apparently needed after the
Pre-Submission Draft drew
some significant criticism and called
into question key areas of the Plan.
Population projections, the
numbers of houses needed and the
locations of building sites for both
housing and employment have been
challenged, and concerns have been
raised in many quarters over building
on the Green Belt.
The impact of infrastructure
proposals on affected communities

SOUTH TYNESIDE
http://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/
article/14842/Local-Plan
Strategic Land Review (SLR)
This is out for a consultation which
closes Friday 24th June 2016.
The web page is:
http://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/
article/16719/Strategic-Land-Review
The SLR assesses 295 sites either
already known to the council or
proposed by various people such as
landowners and developers, for their
suitability for development using a

Growth Options
This is out for a consultation which
closes Friday 1st July 2016.
The web page is:
http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/
index.aspx?articleid=8476#downloads

and future policy on wind farms are
further areas for review.
Revised timetable
May, 2016
- proposed changes to
go before cabinet
June/July
- public consultation
October/Nov - Council decisionmaking
December
- submission to DCLG
Spring 2017 - Examination in Public
Summer 2017- adoption

variety of criteria. As a result of this
study sites are assessed as being
either “suitable for
development” (green sites),
“potentially suitable for
development” (amber sites), or “not
suitable for development” (red
sites). The SLR does not allocate
sites for development. Allocation
occurs when the relevant Local Plan
document is compiled which takes
the assessment from the SLR and the
results of the SLR consultation into
account. This is then goes out for
another consultation.

CPRE NE Facebook page: https://www.facebook.com/cprenortheastregion/
timeline?ref=page_internal
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Consultees are asked if they prefer a
“Low Growth”, “Medium Growth” or
“High Growth” “Option”. Each has
different implications for housing,
employment, Green Belt, planning,
etc. The results of the consultation
will guide the council in drawing up
its Issues and Options document
which is the next stage in the
consultation process for the Local
Plan.
Views are also being sought as part of
this consultation on the following
evidence documents:
• A Strategic Housing Market
Assessment (SHMA), which

provides a detailed overview of the
future housing needs
of Sunderland
• An Employment Land Review
(ELR), which looks into expected
employment growth in the city
• A Demographic Analysis, which
provides forecasts of Sunderland’s
population and household changes
• A Strategic Land Review (SLR),
which details and assesses all
potential development sites in the
city
• A Green Belt Review, which looks
at the role of the green belt and
examines whether any parts could
be amended.
 An updated Strategic Housing
Land Availability Assessment
(SHLAA).
The council is keen to have
residents/consultees views on their
assessment of sites to inform their
work on the next stage of the Local
Plan.

*** STOP PRESS ***
Subnational population projections: 2014-based
projections (SNPP) published
On Wednesday 25th May 2016 the
Office for National Statistics (ONS)
published the latest populations
projections. They can be found at:
https://cy.ons.gov.uk/releases/
subnationalpopulationprojections2014
basedprojections
As Government has said the
SNPP figures are to be the basis for
Local Plan development they are
crucial. Their importance cannot be
underestimated as, to risk

oversimplification,
Population=Households=Houses
required=Land required.
The Government has told councils
they must ensure there is enough land
for housing in their Local Plans to deal
with future population increases.
How many green fields, or how much
Green Belt, that requires hinges on
the statistics and their interpretation.
Gillan Gibson, Secretary, CPRE
Durham
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