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CPRE Northumberland 

covering 
 

Northumberland 
Newcastle 

North Tyneside 
  

CPRE Durham 
covering 

 

Gateshead 
South Tyneside 

Sunderland 
Co Durham 
Hartlepool 
Darlington 
Stockton 

Middlesbrough 
 
 

CPRE Meetings 
 
 

10th July NE Region incl AGM 
 

16th July Darlington 
 

18th July Northumberland 
 

5th August Durham 
 

27th August Darlington 
 

28th August Northumberland AGM 
 

17th Sept Darlington 
 

19th Sept Northumberland 
 

7th October Durham 
 

Mid October NE Region 
 

15th October Darlington 
 

Please confirm meeting details 
before travelling 
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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. 

 

NEwsletter by email 
 

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 Gilbert 
Johnston; p4 Les Ashworth; p6 & p8 
supplied by CPRE; p9 Image by House of 
Hues, courtesy of The Auckland Project; 

p10 Bret Adsley;  p 12 & p13 
Geoff King; p18 Shutterstock; 
and back cover Don Brownlow. 
 

Items for the next issue should 
be with the Editor by 
1st September 2019. 

Contents 
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After many years of tireless work... 
...as a volunteer in CPRE 
Northumberland, Les has this year stood 
down from ‘active service’ to enjoy his 
retirement with Jane, his wife, and spend 
time on other interests.  It is typical of his 
sense of responsibility, however, that 
until a new Treasurer comes along to 
replace him, Les is continuing to oversee 
the Group’s accounts and still keeping in 
touch to offer advice and know-how with 
the trickier jobs that come our way. 
 About twenty years ago, Les 
became active in protecting the local 
countryside in the Tyne Valley District 
Group of CPRE Northumberland.  He was 
particularly involved in opposing threats 
to the Green Belt from quarrying and 

open cast mining (at Halton Lea and 
Whittonstall), and many other 
developments.  It wasn’t long before he 
was extending his range to the whole of 
county (and Newcastle and North 
Tyneside for good measure).   
 In 2007 Les became Treasurer of 
CPRE Northumberland.  He set up a 
business plan and organised appeals 
which radically improved the group’s 
finances.  In his twelve years the bank 
balance of CPRE Northumberland steadily 
built up a valuable reserve, giving us 
options now and security for the future. 
When the GDPR (General Date Protection 
Regulation) was introduced, Les steered 
us through the Regulation with his usual 
common sense and clarity.  When the 
procedural protocol he drew up for us to 

Les Ashworth: 

 a Lifetime Achievement in CPRE  

5 

follow was sent to our 
London headquarters, they 
immediately saw it as an 
exemplar for other groups 
in the network.  As business 
manager, Les plans ahead 
so nothing is rushed or 
skimped, and colleagues 
are all kept informed and 
involved in the process. 
           Les’s contribution 
was never limited to 
business alone, but 
covered all the essentials 
of CPRE’s work.  He knows 
and loves 
Northumberland, yet is  
hard-headed in 
approaching planning 
issues, preparing letters of concern or 
objection with cool rationality and  well-
evidenced arguments.  He has been 
unstinting over the years in helping 
others to ‘learn the trade’ of planning 
discourse, and develop a realistic 
approach to controversial cases.  He 
fostered links with other organisations, 
meeting a senior officer of Historic 
England to discuss common cause and 
supporting the campaign group opposing 
a development at the Spanish Battery, a 
notable feature of the Tynemouth scene.  
All of this has been done, over the years, 
with a strong sense of responsibility 
operating beneath an unassuming 
modesty.  Following the sad death of our 
Chair, Professor Howard Elcock, in 2017 
(and the resignations of other volunteers 
from ill-health), Les quietly held the 
remaining group together, maintaining 
the same high level of service our 
members expect of us.  Last year, 

following the retirement of Ian 
Warburton, he oversaw the appointment 
of Annie, our new Secretary.  Meanwhile 
he has contributed fully at a regional 
level, seeing that CPRE Northumberland 
concerns were well represented at NE 
Regional meetings and all required 
reports unfailingly submitted on time, to 
both regional and national organisations. 
 Everyone who has worked with 
Les has benefitted from the experience.  
His professional thoroughness and 
unstinting willingness to tackle whatever 
turns up, combined with a balanced 
judgement and positive encouragement 
to others, offer a model of good 
leadership.  It is entirely fitting that his 
achievements in CPRE Northumberland 
have been recognised in a Lifetime 
Award, presented to him by CPRE’s CEO, 
Crispin Truman, OBE, at the Annual 
Conference in Birmingham on  
26 June 2019. 
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Les with Crispin Truman, CPRE’s Chief Executive 
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scratch at her Northumbrian cottage, 
which she has used as the basis for many 
of her articles and which has been seen 
on BBC’s Gardeners’ World. 
 Susie has a distinctive, natural 
style of planting in tune with the 
surrounding landscape - something 
which will appeal to a Northumbrian 
audience. 
 She said: “I’m really looking 
forward to the talk and the chance to 
discuss all things gardening with people 
who share the same passions and 
enthusiasms as I do. 
 “It should be a really enjoyable 
night and it will all be for a good cause 
because CPRE Northumberland is part of 
a national countryside charity which 
protects and preserves our green spaces 
for ourselves and for future generations, 
something I feel strongly about.” 
 As well as her work for the 
Guardian’s Country Diary, Susie’s articles 
feature in other magazines and 
newspapers extolling the beauties and 
the magic of Northumberland and the 
North Pennines. 
 

Jeff Wild 
National Park walks guide and CPRE 
Northumberland committee member 
will lead a circular walk which is linked 
up with the Northumberland National 
Park programme.  Highlights will include 
grass moors, Hadrian’s Wall and views of 
Haughton, Chipchase and Nunick. 

Susie White 

GARDENING expert and Guardian 
columnist Susie White is giving a public 
talk in Corbridge to raise funds for CPRE 
Northumberland and we would love to 
see you there. 
 Susie, herself A CPRE member, 
will give a talk called “My Life in 
Gardens”,  giving listeners the chance to 
benefit from Susie’s decades of 
horticultural knowledge, which has 
yielded eight books and numerous 
television appearances. 
 For 23 years, Susie ran the two 
acre, 18th century, Chesters Walled 
Garden, creating a popular 
Northumberland tourist attraction.  
 When the garden closed, Susie 
created a new private garden from 
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“My Life in Gardens” 

 

A talk by  
 

Susie White 
 

Tuesday 23rd July 2019 
 

Corbridge Parish Hall 
NE45 5BE 

 
7.30 pm 

Doors open 7.00 pm 
 

£5 per ticket 
CPRE members free 

 

“Castles of the North 
Tyne Valley” 

 

A circular walk led by 

Jeff Wild 
National Park walks guide 
CPRE committee member 

 

Monday 5th August 2019 
 

Start Simonburn Car Park 
(near the Church) 

10.30 am 
 

Fee £7.50 per person 
CPRE members free 

Places at both events are limited, so to reserve your place contact Annie Lloyd: 

Email:  annie.cpre@gmail   or  Telephone:  07739 300 692 

CPRE events in Northumberland 
 

Susie’s talk and Jeff’s walk 
 

Two of a series of profile and fund-raising events driven by CPRE 

perhaps consider joining CPRE 
themselves. 
"This is the second walk Jeff has been 
involved in organising for CPRE and it's 
great that the branch is getting out into 
the community and being seen in such a 
positive way, along with events like last 
year's Litter Picks with the local 
communities in Throckley and 
Cramlington. 
 "Although we are the Campaign 
to Protect Rural England, we're not just 
about preserving the environment - 
we're also about people enjoying the 
environment, being part of it, getting out 
into the countryside and enjoying it and 
walks such as this are the perfect way to 
do that." 

 The walk is described as 
“strenuous” as it is 9 miles long with 
some stiles, though no rocky steps or 
climbs.  Wear good shoes for walking, 
sensible clothes for the weather and 
bring a drink and snack for a picnic 
lunch.  No dogs allowed on the walk. 
 CPRE Northumberland chairman 
Colin Adsley said: "I'm looking forward to 
the walk and grateful to Jeff for 
organising it.  "For CPRE members, the 
free walk is meant as a nice little bonus 
on their membership and an invitation to 
enjoy a walk in the company of like-
minded people.   We hope though that 
non-members will also come along to 
enjoy the walk and not only help us raise 
funds for the CPRE branch but also to 
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Cassa Townsend, 
 on promoting volunteering 

9 

©
 C

P
R

E 

everyone can be supported, and support 
each other, to get involved with a project 
or organisation.  The benefits to people 
are, for me, as important as whatever 
task or goal is being achieved and I love 
seeing people grow and develop on their 
journey through life. 
 

What are you looking forward to in your 
new role? 
I am looking forward to meeting lots of 
people, getting to understand better the 
fantastic work of CPRE and all of the 
people involved. 
 I’m also looking forward to getting 
to know the North of England a little bit 
better too.  I am a northern girl (born in 
Yorkshire, bred in Derbyshire), and I know 
the area well, but I learn something new 
about our beautiful country with every 
project I’m part of. 
 Being part of keeping it beautiful is 
very close to my heart and I can't wait to 
support local groups in the North with 
their campaigns and local projects. 
 To talk with Cassa about 
volunteering you can reach her on 07936 
369 411, or email cassat@cpre.org.uk  

VOLUNTEERS are the absolute lifeblood 
of CPRE and here in the North East we’re 
grateful for everything that each and 
every one of you does to help protect 
England’s countryside. 
 Nationally, CPRE realises that the 
recruitment and support of volunteers is 
vital to the continued success of what we 
do and has created a new post.  We’d like 
to introduce you to recently appointed 
Cassa Townsend who is the new 
Volunteering Development Manager . 
 

What has been your favourite 
volunteering role? 
My summer 1999 placement at Fountains 
Abbey and Studley Royal in North 
Yorkshire, where I ran weekly ‘working 
holidays’ for the National Trust.  I met 
hordes of different people from all over 
the UK (and the world!).   The efforts of 
all of those people made a huge 
difference to the running of the Estate - 
and we had a great time doing it.  The last 
night of each camp was the best - a walk 
out or trip to the pub followed by a 
bonfire with baked potatoes, guitars, 
singing and dancing. 
 

What inspired you to get involved in 
working in volunteering? 
I've always helped out with stuff I see 
going on around me.  Often this wouldn't 
be classed as ‘volunteering’ - but the 
‘helping hand’ is really important to 
people who may not have the confidence 
to get out and about and get involved. 
 My focus on volunteering support 
and management has helped me realise 
how much there is to be gained – for 
people and the environment - when 
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The rolling hills, fields and forestry of North 
East England can now be enjoyed from a new 
perspective.  
  Standing high above the neighbouring 
rooftops and tree canopy, a special viewing 
platform has opened at the Auckland Tower 
visitor centre in Bishop Auckland, County 
Durham.  It offers visitors a panoramic view 
across the historic market town and the 
undulating landscape surrounding it.   
  As mentioned in the “Boldon Book” of 
1183, much of this land was once owned or 
controlled by the powerful Bishops of 
Durham, who were granted exceptional 
political and military powers by the King to 
guard the northern frontier of England 
against Scottish invasion. 
  The viewing platform at Auckland 
Tower offers a previously unseen viewpoint 
of the Prince Bishops’ once private palace, 
Auckland Castle, and the 900 year-old 
parkland that envelopes it.    

 Stretching more 
than 150 acres, the Deer 
Park was originally 
created as a private 
hunting ground for the 
Bishops of Durham  
where they would hunt 
and entertain,” said 
Andy Nesbitt, Head of 
Parks and Gardens at 
The Auckland Project.  
“Now, it is a place 
where visitors can 
wander the old carriage 
routes and discover 
some of the historic 

features that make the Park so  special, such 
as the medieval fish ponds.  Taking it in from 
the Auckland Tower viewing platform is a 
great way to understand the Deer Park’s size, 
as well as its beauty.”  
  Auckland Tower, designed by award-
winning architects, Niall McLaughlin, is the 
welcome center for The Auckland Project 
visitor destination.  Centred around the 900 
year-old Auckland Castle, the destination is 
spread across 200 acres and includes the 
Deer Park, as well as a Mining Art Gallery, 
which opened in 2017.   
 The Castle itself will open to the 
public in 2019 after a multi-million pound 
conservation programme.  This will be 
followed by the Spanish Gallery, Faith 
Museum and Walled Garden, which can all be 
seen under construction from Auckland 
Tower’s viewing platform.  
 

Telephone: 01388 743 750 
www.aucklandproject.org 

Im
age b

y H
o

u
se o

f H
u

es, co
u

rtesy o
f Th

e
 A

u
cklan

d
 P

ro
ject 

The Auckland Project’s viewing platform 

mailto:cassat@cpre.org.uk
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Abbreviations 

CPRE Campaign to Protect Rural 
England 

 

DRS Deposit Return Scheme 
 

EiP Examination in Public 
 

GDPR General Data Protection 
Regulation 

 

HGA Housing Growth Area 
 

IAMP International Advanced 
Manufacturing Park 

 

NPPF National Planning Policy 
Framework 

 

OAN Objectively Assessed Need 
(housing) 

 

OBE Order of the British Empire 
 

T4T Trees for Teesdale 
 

UK United Kingdom 

The “Holed Stone” on Simonside 
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(guesstimated at 4 to 5 tonnes) is greater 
in the upper half of the rock. 
 Secondly it is not resting in soil at 
all but is freely supported on a base of 
rocks set in a pit and stably balanced on 
at least five contact points in its position. 
 Even more remarkable among the 
rock’s features is a hole (which on initial 
inspection looks natural, as though 
formed, or smoothed, by water), running 
unevenly but continuously through the 
rock in more or less a straight line, and 
level at about a metre and a half above 
the ground.  The hole is oriented and 
‘sighted’ on a point fractionally above 
the north-west horizon where the sun 
sets during the midsummer solstice. 
 When the sky is clear over this 
point at midsummer sunset, the 
sunburst of light through the hole 
creates a quite spectacular 
phenomenon, as particles in the interior 
surface of the hole act as a filter 
magnifying and diffracting the sun’s rays. 

 The stone was discovered in 1987 
by the late David Thompson, a hospital 
radiologist, and in 2009 his colleague 
Crispian Oates made a detailed study in 
an article published in Archaeologica 
Aeliana.  It is mentioned in Paul 
Frodsham's book In the Valley of the 
Sacred Mountain but has not received 
the attention of a qualified 
archaeologist. 
 The site cries out for skilled 
professional study.  Much could be 
learnt from it which could throw light on 
a fascinating but still little known period 
in our history.  A serious investigation 
would at the very least bring this half-
hidden gem out of obscurity as an object 
of wonder.  It is a classic example of how 
much more Northumberland could be 
doing to encourage interest in and 
access to the wonderful resource we 
have in our countryside and its heritage 
treasures. 

before it makes its final steep ascent to 
the cairn-topped summit. 
 The stone stands out amongst a 
number of others.  One or two look 
placed in position, but most are fairly 
small and randomly embedded in the 
uneven, heathery, surface of this 
“shoulder” of level land.  Further rocks 
are set into the hillside which rises 
steeply from just metres west of the site. 
 The holed stone stands out and 
demands our attention for a number of 
reasons.  Firstly it features prominently 

amongst the 
other rocks 
scattered 
around.  It is 
about two 
metres high, 
with a 
number of 
flattish 
surfaces, 
including the 
top and 
bottom.  Its 
weight 

In an area full of prehistoric 
remnants... 
...one object stands out in 
midsummer demanding our 
attention.  The area is south 
west of Rothbury where cairns 
top the summits of the 
Simonside hills and gems of 
rock art lie scattered around 
the Iron Age enclosure on 
Lordenshaw, Northumberland.  
But for a few days either side 
of the summer solstice (usually 
21 June) the “Holed Stone” on the 
eastern slope of Beacon Hill offers an 
unforgettable spectacle on fine evenings 
as the set sets just a few degrees west of 
the Cheviot. 
 The stone can be reached via the 
Simonside footpath about 700 meters 
from the Lordenshaws car park, on a 
piece of relatively flat ground halfway up 
the eastern flank of the hill known as the 
(Spylaw) Beacon, the easternmost of the 
Simonside hills.  It lies about 100 or so 
metres to the right of the pathway just 

10 

The holed stone at midsummer sunset  

A view of the midsummer sunset from lower down the hillside 
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Trees for Teesdale was formed in March 
2015 to facilitate the formation of 
volunteer groups in Teesdale villages to 
plant trees. 
 Comparison of old and new aerial 
photographs showed a reduction of 
about 30% in tree cover in the last 50 
years in Teesdale, and irrespective of 
causes, we felt that anything we could do 
to reverse this trend would be valuable 
for both environmental and recreational 
reasons. 
 In particular, we are concerned to 
plant for wildlife cover, copses and 
shelter belts; to restore wildlife corridors 
in old unmaintained hedges, and also to 
plant new single trees to mark disused & 
grubbed out hedgerows, so that future 
generations will be able to have a view of 
how the land was used.  We also plant in 
public open spaces to enhance amenity 

value.  We are happy to plant anywhere 
we can, irrespective of ownership, and at 
no cost to the landowner (although 
donations and help in transporting 
materials are very welcome!) 
 We now have groups in three 
towns/villages with about 30 active 
volunteers, and thanks to generous 
funding from various sources, including a 
generous grant from CPRE Durham to get 
us started, have been able to equip them 
all and buy materials.  We have 
established our own tree nursery to help 
control the cost of trees, but our major 
costs are materials to protect the trees 
once planted – one cage to stockproof an 
individual tree costs between £40 & £50 
in materials alone! 
 The main committee organises 
fundraising, training, purchasing, 
insurances, etc, to enable the individual 

groups to 
concentrate on the 
work of finding sites, 
then planting and 
protecting trees. 
 The three 
groups operate in 
different parts of 
Teesdale on different 
types of projects:- 
 

Gainford group spent 
a lot of their first 
seasons planting 
hedgerow plants to 
infill and restore 
hedgerows, and in 
the last couple of 
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Trees for Teesdale (T4T) 

www.facebook.com/
cprenortheastregion/ti,eline?
ref=page_internal 

@CPRENorthEast 
 

twitter 

seasons have planted over 200 trees, with 
stakes and rabbit guards along the river 
bank and Teesdale Way footpath 
downstream from the village.                    
These have replaced many old and 
diseased trees recently culled by the 
landowner, and will provide riverbank 
stabilisation, wildlife habitat, and amenity 
value for walkers. 
 

Mickleton group operate further up river, 
and have concentrated on planting for 
wildlife on open moorland, and on 
farmland to replace fallen and diseased 
trees, and last season planted over 600 
trees in a 5m wide, 180m long belt along 
an existing footpath hedgerow for both 
wildlife shelter and amenity. 
 

Barnard Castle group operate inbetween, 
and have planted on farmland (many 
individual trees and hedge infill), but also 
on public open spaces in the town 
(individual trees and small copses).  They 
have also recently been involved in the 
planting of an orchard of ‘heritage’ fruit 
trees within the walls of the castle. 
 

 In the four seasons since we 
formed, we have planted about 100 trees 
in individual cages, 250 in hedgerows, 
over 200 along the riverbank, and about 

850 in fenced wildlife shelter belts and 
copses. 
 

We have high hopes for the future, both 
with our existing groups and any others 
we can form. 
 

We are always looking for new sites to 
plant and new volunteers to help (it’s fun 
working outdoors with like minded 
people!) and can be contacted through 
our website :-     
 

www.treesforteesdale.org.uk/   
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Stock proof guards 
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CPRE Around England 

Deposit Return Scheme (DRS) 
Research commissioned by CPRE found 
that, if and when a deposit return 
system is introduced, up to 20 percent of 
people would be happy to donate their 
deposit to charity, instead of claiming it 
back as cash.  Just over 50 per cent of 
people would be prepared to donate 
some of the money to charity some of 
the time - which, added up, could 
potentially mean more than £2 billion 
raised for good causes every year.  CPRE 
is to push for the option to donate to 
charity to be part of England’s system. 
 The Scottish government has 
announced the shape of its new 
Domestic Return System, revealing it will 
include glass, metal and plastic drinks 
containers.  There will be return points 
in all retail outlets that sell drinks and 
the deposit level will be set at 20p. 
 CPRE is now calling on the 
Government to go one better and 
introduce a system in England that 
includes drinks cartons and pouches as 
well. 
 

Plastic straws, drinks stirrers and cotton 
buds to be banned 
In reaction to growing environmental 
pressure, the Government has 
announced that from 2020, plastic 
straws, drinks stirrers and cotton buds 
will be banned. 
 

Litter 
Last year, CPRE’s Green Clean initiative - 
a nationwide litter pick - proved to be a 
big hit for our Northumberland branch 
especially. 
 This year, all local groups are 

being invited to contact Maddy 
Haughton, CPRE Campaigns Officer, to 
find out more and discuss the potential 
for their involvement by emailing her at: 
MaddyH@cpre.org.uk, or by ringing 
0207 981 2863. 
 Let’s keep up this amazing 
momentum towards achieving lasting 
solutions to the problem of litter and if 
you know anyone who might be 
interested in getting involved, put them 
in touch with Maddy. 
 

You are never far from a road 
The Ordnance Survey recently found 
that you’re never more than 2.4 miles 
from a road in England, underlining how 
little wilderness is left in the country. 
 

Land use for housing 
An analysis of the latest Government 
figures shows how much of our land is 
being used for new housing, and the 
proportion that is taking place on 
greenfield and brownfield land.  
 The proportion of new homes 
built on derelict and vacant land has 
fallen by 10% since 2014, bringing it to 
its lowest level over the past five years. 
 In 2018 a total of 53% of new 
homes were built on ‘brownfield land’ – 
land that has previously been built on, 
and now sits derelict or vacant –  down 
from 56% in 2017 and 61% in 2016. 
 The amount of brownfield land 
that has been redeveloped for new 
housing has also seen a significant 
decrease, falling from 2,628 hectares in 
2017 to 1,758 hectares in 2018.  
 
 In comparison, more than double 

14 15 

the amount of farmland, forests, 
gardens and greenfield land was lost 
to housing over the same year, which, 
at 3,689 hectares, reached a five-year 
high. 
 CPRE has used this information 
to reiterate calls for a “brownfieldfirst” 
approach to building new housing. 
 

Fracking 
A significant ruling from the High Court 
looks like to prevent a stampeed to 
build fracking operations around the 
country. 
 In the “Stephenson” case, the 
court has ruled that the Secretary of 
State, James Brokeshire, acted 
unlawfully when introducing an 
explicitly pro-fracking policy into para 
209(a) of the National Planning Policy 
Framework (NPPF).  In doing so, he 
ignored consultation on the matter 
and scientific evidence published 
between the creation of the policy in a 
written ministerial statement in 2015 
and the publication of the revised 
NPPF in 2018.  
 The ruling means paragraph 
209(a) of the NPPF has now been 
quashed and cannot be used in 
support of fracking proposals in 
planning applications or Local Plans. 
 Local campaigners are now 
being encouraged by CPRE to make 

this point forcefully to decision makers. 
 Fracking has not so far been a live 
issue in the North East, but no-one can be 
complacent, with companies like Banks 
Mining pushing the case for fossil fuel 
extraction in the region by pursuing plans 
to open a string of opencast coal mines.  
 

Green Belt 
Paul Miner, head of strategic plans and 
devolution, appeared on behalf of local 
Network groups at examination sessions 
considering Green Belt alterations in 
Central Bedfordshire and in Sunderland. 
 Both sessions raised wider issues of 
whether the local authority had properly 
considered urban brownfield site 
alternatives to Green Belt release, and 
whether the housing proposed in the 
Green Belt was the kind of housing that 
would help meet local needs for affordable 
housing.  
 CPRE is aware there may be a 
number of other plans coming forward for 
Examination where similar issues are 
raised, and where local CPRE groups may 
welcome representation and other 
support from a planner from national CPRE 
and efforts will be  made to help as many 
groups as possible. 

www.cpre.org.uk/resources 

Recent resources 

• CPRE’s response to the Affordable 
Housing Commission call for evidence 

• CPRE’s annual “State of Brownfield 
2019” report 

• CPRE’s 2018 Review 

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 

 
 

mailto:MaddyH@cpre.org.uk
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clearly treating it as carrying growing 
weight as it moves towards its 
Examination in Public. 
 Not all is rosy though around the 
conurbation of Newcastle and 
Gateshead.  The Newcastle and 
Gateshead Core Strategy Urban Core 
Plan, adopted in 2015, has extensive 
areas allocated to housing in the Green 
Belt west of the city.   Much of this is 
under construction, though some areas 
marked for development are still subject 
to on-going applications.  However the 
second part of the Local Plan - the 
Development and Allocations Plan -  has 
declared only limited developments in 
the Green Belt, as set out in the NPPF, 
will be allowed. 
 At the recent Sunderland 
Examination in Public there were eleven 
sites planned for deletion and CPRE and 
other campaigners believe they made a 
strong case to the Inspector to say they 
should not be lost to housing.  In 
particular they considered the city does 
not need as much housing as claimed 
and there is brownfield land available 
which could be used. 
 The County Durham Plan which 
was recently submitted to the Secretary 
of State, still includes sites for deletion in 
the Green Belt.  Whilst less than in a 
previous version it is still significant  with 
both housing and two relief roads 
planned to enroach into the Green Belt 
 In South Tyneside revision of the 
Local Plan is at a very early stage, but 
there are some indicators deletions will 
be requested to allow for housing and 
employment. 

We have many reasons to be grateful for 
living in Northumberland, and the 
regard shown for our Green Belt north of 
the Tyne is just one of them. 
 It’s unfortunate then that at 
present we have the spectre of Banks 
Mining Group’s ambitions hanging 
heavily over England’s greenest county.  
Perhaps encouraged by their success in 
finally being able to cut scars into the 
long-defended Derwent Valley, they now 
want to dig into Green Belt land at 
Throckley and have never abandoned 
their ambition of creating a huge 
opencast on the edge of remote and 
renowned Druridge Bay. 
 Nevertheless, we have to give 
thanks for the current environmentally-
friendly approach of the three Local 
Planning Authorities north of the Tyne: 
Northumberland, Newcastle and North 
Tyneside. 
 A study of the relevant planning 
documents of the three shows that all of 
them currently have no plans for further 
encroachment into the Green Belt.  
 Meanwhile the emerging 
Northumberland Local Plan is set to 
extend the Green Belt to the north of 
Morpeth and to the west of Hexham, 
more than making up for the losses of 
recent years. 
 On top of that, both North 
Tyneside and Northumberland have 
made clear statements that their 
housing targets can be achieved without 
recourse to Green Belt deletions.  
 The Northumberland Local Plan 
has completed its Regulation 19 
Consultation and planning officers are 

Green Belt in the North East 

updates on our activities and we are 
getting more feedback and requests 
from members in return. 
 We have made further plans for 
the talk by Susie White, the renowned 
gardener, and distributed posters about 
the event, which we are looking forward 
to in late July. 
 

Planning 
The application by Banks Mining, who 
are currently operating a surface mine at 
Bradley, to begin another at Dewley Hill 
to the west of Newcastle has met strong 
opposition - from the area and from 
around the country.  Over 2000 letters 
have been received, roughly 1 in favour 
to ten against.  The proposal would 
create a highly visible eyesore and cause 
disruption for many years in the Tyne 
Valley Green Belt alongside an area 
where Newcastle City Council plans to 
build over 2000 homes.  
 The issue of Stannington Station, 
a dispersed settlement in the Green Belt 
south of Morpeth, continues to demand 
our attention.  Its open, undeveloped 
character is prized by the Stannington 
Neighbourhood Plan, with a wish to see 
this retained. Applications continue to 
appear, however, claiming “limited infill 
in a village”, and we continue to oppose 
them.  Further objections were sent for 
applications in relating to Green Belt 
sites in Morpeth, Longhirst and Sandhoe. 
 Recent decisions by both planning 
officers and committees suggest that 
there is a growing desire to protect the 
Green Belt in such cases.  One very good 

In late April, Jeff Wild led a walk from 
The Sill of a combined group of CPRE and 
other walkers.  The weather was good, 
and the route along the Roman Wall to 
Hotbank Crags gave fine views over the 
surrounding countryside, of Crag Lough 
and, as we returned, of the north face of 
the Whin Sill.  We are planning another 
combined walk for early August, ‘Castles 
of the North Tyne Valley, and recently 
met National Park staff to discuss 
common interests. 
 Ann Allen has prepared a senior 
school PSE lesson (based on a 
PowerPoint presentation) which goes 
over key issues of environmental 
concern and places in context CPRE’s 
campaigns on behalf of the countryside.  
She is a practicing teacher and is trialing 
the lesson in her school. 
 We showed our support for the 
fine efforts of the Ponteland Community 
Partnership, led by CPRE volunteer Alma 
Dunigan, which some time ago restored 
a neglected bridleway and have now 
added features to aid healthy living, 
including spaced step counts.  We 
attended the official “welcome” to the 
new features, and have since proposed 
the Partnership for a CPRE “Landscape 
Enhancement”’ grant to fund a project 
to place trees along Rotary Way, a road 
that leads through a part of the Green 
Belt south of the town which was saved 
two years ago from development. 
 We have increased the flow of 
information to members to keep them 
better in touch with events.  Annie, our 
Secretary, now regularly sends out 

CPRE Northumberland Round-up 



CPRE Durham Round-up 

Since our last issue of the NEwsletter 
there has been plenty of interest in 
building more houses in the CPRE 
Durham area - some modest, some not so 
modest.  They range from the small - four 
houses at Nettlesworth, to the not so 
small - 123 houses in Blackhall Colliery  
instead of the current 97 houses - not in 
the Durham Plan.  Then there’s 70 houses 
at Coxhoe, (but these are houses which 
are part of the Bogma Hall allocation in 
the Durham Plan) and then plans to build 
30 houses at Pelton Fell which need to be 
looked at.  An objection has already gone 
in for an 210 houses west of Startforth. 
 It’s not all objections, Darlington is 
receiving assorted applications for 
conversions to housing in the urban area, 
such as the conversion of an office into 
two flats in St Paul’s Place, and it is a 
pleasure to write in support. 
 The saga of the proposed 
relocation of Durham’s County Hall to 
the Sands site looks set to take another 
twist with part of the Sands site emerging 
as registered as Common Land and the 
parish council unwilling to let it go. 
 In addition there is another 
application for a wind turbine at Punder 
Gill in Teesdale and there are also three 
applications for new conditions at 
Quarrington Quarry.   
 Plans to build a retirement 
complex with 47 apartments on land east 
of Millbeck High St, Norton, Stockton, 
have been opposed by CPRE, not least 
because of their impact on the 
conservation area and the loss of mature 
trees.  

 

 Neighbourhood Plans are brining 
many positives -  Low Coniscliffe and 
Merrybent Neighbourhood Plan has 
been signed off (“Made”) by Darlington 
Borough Council.  Plus Middleton St 
George Neighbourhood Plan is currently 
in its final stages, as is the Durham City 
Neighbourhood Plan and the draft 
Lanchester Neighbourhood Plan is out 
for consultation until the 9th August.  
 

 For those of you who missed it, 
Durham Tees Valley Airport has been 
taken back into public ownership and it is 
planned to be called Teesside 
International Airport again.   Stobart 
Aviation are to be the operators and the 
proposed housing on the outskirts of the 
airport, that CPRE Durham strongly 
objected to, will not be built. 
 

 For the International Advanced 
Maufacturing Park (IAMP) north of 
Nissan, Sunderland, 100 acres of Green 
Belt were lost.  The site must only be 
used for businesses involved in the 
“production, supply chain and 
distribution activities directly related the 
Automotive and Advanced manufacturing 
sectors…, and related supporting uses”.  
 However, there were major 
concerns with a report of a more general 
manufacturer going on site.  The 
consultants dealing with the site were 
contacted and it transpires the plots 
taken have been acquired by 3 businesses 
who will be carrying out the relevant 
specialist automotive activites, including 
training, for the sector. 
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Northumberland Round-up  (cont.) 
examination.  CPRE welcomes this, and is 
heartened to see the positive framework 
of policies designed to protect the Green 
Belt and the environment. 
 However, we note that the text of 
the Plan goes to the Inspector with a 
host of comments, many from 
landowners and developers who will be 
making a case for a more permissive 
approach to where they can build. We 
will have to wait until later in the year 
for this battle to begin. 

reason for this is the growth in the 
supply of building land in the county - 12 
years was recently quoted by our Council 
Leader.  Much of this is in highly 
sustainable locations such as Morpeth 
and the south-east corner of 
Northumberland.  
 Following a review of building 
targets and identification of sites, no 
further demands on Green Belt land 
have been made in the Northumberland 
Local Plan recently submitted for 

www.facebook.com/
cprenortheastregion/ti,eline?
ref=page_internal 

@CPRENorthEast 
 

twitter 

Wooler, Northumberland 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/File:Twitter_bird_logo_2012.svg


Darlington’s housing figures 
 

Figures reveal enough  housing is planned for a decade 
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that so many applications have been 
granted that the Council not only does 
not have to grant more over the next 
five years, it has sufficient for 10!  “And 
that’s even before we factor in the 
unexpected ‘windfall’ sites or other 
potential allocations not expected to 
commence within five years.  The 
proposed housing requirement and 
many of the proposed allocations have 
been the subject of objections and are 
contentious.  It cannot be reasonably 
assumed they all will be successful in 
appearing in the new Local Plan and 
therefore they should not be counted as 
being deliverable within the five-year 
period, even if they were needed to help 
meet the supply, (which they are not).  
In view of the above figures, there 

should be an embargo on determining 
planning applications, except for non-
contentious sites, until the Examination 
In Public for the Local Plan has debated 
the issue and the Inspector has issued 
his report.  In my view, the Local Plan 
should allocate a small number of 
strategic sites needed to meet the 
required targets, delete unwanted 
potential allocations and make the 
house builders work together to develop 
the sites more quickly.  As things stand 
Darlington Borough Counci could have 
been granting permission for a further 
1,500 houses, which would give the 
housebuilders total control over supply 
and completion rates for decades to 
come.” 

once other legal agreements are 
completed in the next five years and a 
further 630 after that. 
 Those sites alone will supply 
enough housing for 8.8 years, while 
when other legal agreements are added 
on, that’s enough for 11.5 years! 
“And that’s without small sites, windfall 
sites, or other potential allocations being 
factored in,” said CPRE Darlington 
chairman Bob Barfoot.  “At that rate, 
even with modest estimates factored in, 
that would give a 10.2 years land supply, 
13.4 years with legal agreements.  Using 
any of the figures above, which are the 
Council’s own projections, must surely 
convince all and sundry that there is no 
need to give the go-ahead to any of 
these fresh proposals.” 
 Councils in England statutorily 
have to show they have at least a five-
year supply of housing land and if they 
cannot, they have to make more land 
available for development. 
 But CPRE Darlington says if the 
Council wants to claim it has a 
responsibility to provide adequate land 
for housing development, then it should 
note it has already smashed its own 
figures. 
 Bob added: “One controversial 
planning application after another to 
build new and unneeded housing estates 
on our precious countryside has been 
allowed by Darlington Borough Council 
on the basis that they didn’t have an 
adequate five-year housing land supply. 
“What we can show now, conclusively, is 

ANALYSIS carried out by CPRE on 
Darlington Borough Council’s OWN 
figures show it has enough housing 
supply for at least 10 years - based on 
planning applications it has already 
approved. 
 Our call for the council not to use 
up any more of its remaining green fields 
on property development as a result was 
picked up by the Northern Echo at the 
same time it was reporting on the 
pausing of further planning applications 
in the pipeline. 
 The pursuit of housing growth in 
the Borough has been a big talking point 
in recent years with a raft of housing 
applications being waved through 
despite, in many cases, sustained 
opposition from residents, campaigners 
and parish councils. 
 In fact, three more controversial 
planning applications due to be 
considered by the council’s planning 
committee - for up to 260 houses on 
land  west and south of Station Road, 
Middleton St George; 535 houses on 
land north of Coniscliffe Road; and 985 
houses on land south of Staindrop Road  
have now been paused while the 
housing situation is reconsidered. 
 Quoting from Darlington Borough 
Council’s latest “Five Year Housing Land 
Supply Position Statement”, CPRE 
pointed out the Council has already 
committed to building 1,637 houses in 
the next five years and 1,232 beyond 
that - a total commitment of 2,869 
houses with a further 511 committed 
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Sunderland Examination in Public 
 

No need to sacrifice any Green Belt 

land in Sunderland to be left untouched.  
 We were grateful that the 
Examination in Public allowed us the 
scope to press home the point so clearly 
that there really is no justification for 
building on the City of Sunderland’s 
remaining green field and Green Belt 
land. 
 Hopefully, the Inspector 
examining the soundness of 
Sunderland’s draft Local Plan will take 
note of objections as he considers the 
eleven sites proposed for deletion from 
the City’s Green Belt.  They include sites 
at North Hylton, Springwell Village, 
Usworth, Rickleton, Penshaw and 
Fulwell.  Other sites marked as Housing 

CPRE Durham members were grateful 
for support at the recent Sunderland 
Examination in Public not just from 
various other campaign groups fighting 
to protect their own bits of the green 
belt but to CPRE’s national planning 
officer Paul Miner. 
 Paul took the decision to travel up 
personally to help represent CPRE’s 
position from a national perspective. 
 It is never easy to second guess 
what an inspector’s reaction might be to 
the views put before them.  But we feel 
that we presented - both CPRE locally 
and nationally, along with other 
campaigners - as compelling a case 
possible for green field and Green Belt 
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Sunderland EiP (cont.) 

nearby County Durham, at Lambton and 
Seaham, are already approved and there 
are others in the pipeline which will 
reduced the need for the sort of housing 
figures Sunderland Council is projecting. 
 Mr Cowen said: “Green Belt land 
across Sunderland is threatened by the 
Council over-estimating the number of 
houses it needs to build in the future. 
“Not only that but they are also 
estimating the ‘wrong type’ of houses - 
Green Belt releases are based on the 
claim there is a particular need for larger 
and higher value properties.  But the 
actual evidence base shows most of the 
need is actually for affordable housing, 
as in recent years Sunderland has lost 
significant numbers of younger people to 
out-migration. 
 “If Sunderland is to grow its 
population in anything like the levels 
intended, it will need to focus on 
providing more affordable housing 
within the central urban area, where 
young people are more likely to want to 
live. 
 “We also believe the Council is 
significantly underestimating brownfield 
potential. 
 CPRE analysis of the two 
brownfield land registers published by 
the Council to date has found there is 
the opportunity to provide many more 
homes on such sites than the minimum 
figures suggest. 

Growth Areas on the draft Local Plan by 
the Council are Fatfield, New Herrington 
and Philadelphia. 
 Richard Cowen, Chair of CPRE 
North East said: “Nationally, CPRE is the 
only national body that seeks to protect 
the Green Belt and so we look at 
proposed deletions with great care.  
Once established, Green Belt boundaries 
should only be altered in exceptional 
circumstances and CPRE considers such 
circumstances do not apply in the case 
of Sunderland as the council is 
overestimating the number of houses 
needed. 
 “Even if the Council were correct 
though, there is sufficient brownfield 
land available to develop the number of 
houses they project. 
 “One defence appears to be that 
only three percent of Sunderland’s green 
land will be deleted in the Council’s draft 
Local Plan, but that masks the 
unnecessary loss of Green Belt land 
when there is clearly already sufficient 
land allocated for housing development 
in our view.” 
 CPRE’s objections are based on 
evidence showing the number of houses 
per year Sunderland Council believes it 
needs to build is much too high and that 
if they used the Government’s standard 
methodology there would be no need to 
delete any Green Belt for housing. 
 Additionally, we have pointed out 
that large-scale housing developments in 
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Local Plans 
 Having your say….. 
  the Examination in Public (EiP) 

• When the consultation for the version 
of the Local Plan which looks at 
“soundness” is open you must 
comment if you wish to go further. 

• Comment can only be on whether the 
draft Plan is “sound”, that is: 

 positively prepared 

 justified 

 effective 

 consistent with national policy. 

• The consultation is not about the rights 
or wrongs of policies. 

• Thinking of how to word your 
comment within the 4 topics above  
can be a challenge, but is essential. 

• The Inspector will investigate only 
where there are differing views 
between the various parties and where 
the Inspector wishes for more 
information. 

• A separate form is completed for each 
policy or paragraph commented on 
(this can be tedious). 

• Follow any other instruction in the 
guidance for submitting comment 

• The closing date is final and cannot be 
extended. 

 

• Once the consultation is closed  all the 
comments are considered and an 

Examination in Public (EiP) is arranged,  
a type of inquiry led by a Planning 
Inspector. 

• The Inspector appointed will decide 
what “Matters” he wishes to consider 
and who he wishes to invite to the EiP.  
The organisations and people invited 
are entitled to one person sitting at the 
table for the particular session(s) the 
Inspector invited them to. 

 

Prior to the EiP itself attendees are asked 
if they wish to make a further submission, 
usually limited to 3,000 words, for the 
session(s) they are invited to.  These must 
be submitted by the given deadline. 
 

At an EiP any member of the public can 
observe from the gallery, but they are not 
entitled to speak. 
 

Those at the table request an opportunity 
to speak  by upending their name plate 
and waiting until the Inspector brings 
them into the discussion. 
 

It is all very compartmentalised and 
everyone is presumed to have read the 
relevant documents and to refrain from 
any repetition of points as the Inspector 
has a tremendous amount of business to 
get through. 

Unhappy with the draft Local Plan? 
 

 To present your case to a Planning Inspector 
 you must comment at the right time and the right way 


