
Hadrians’s Wall, Northumberland 

Campaign to Protect Rural England  -  the countryside campaigners 

CPRE fights for 
a better future 
for the English 
countryside. 

We work 
locally and 

nationally to 
protect, shape 
and enhance a 

beautiful, 
thriving, 

countryside for 
everyone to 
value and 

enjoy. 
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CPRE fights for a better future 
for England’s unique, essential 
and precious countryside. From 
giving parish councils expert 
advice on planning issues to 
influencing national and 
European policies, we work to 
protect and enhance the 
countryside. 
 We believe a beautiful, 
thriving countryside is 
important for everyone, no 
matter where they live. 
Nationally, we don’t own land 
or represent any special 
interests. 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. 

Campaign to Protect Rural England 

Contents 
 

Chair’s desk        4 
Wind turbine inquiry cancelled     6 
CPRE’s new President       7 
Abbreviations        7 
Light pollution in Blyth       8 
CPRE’s Night Blight Campaign     9 
Pressure mounts in Springwell    12 
Local Plans update     13 
 
 

NEwsletter by e-mail 
 

Would you rather receive this 
NEwsletter by e-mail? 
 

If yes, please e-mail: 
cpre.northeast@yahoo.co.uk and ask 
to be placed on the e-mail list. 
 
 
Disclaimer: The views expressed within 
this NEwsletter are those of the authors.  
 

Photo credits: Front cover Natural 
England copyright 2016. Contains 
Ordnance Survey data Crown copyright 
and database right 2016. Earth 
Observation Group, NOAA National 
Geophysical Data Centre.  Developed by 
LUC; p8 & 9 Carl Willits; p12 Angela 
Templeman; back cover ® eye35 Alamy. 
 
 
 

Items for the next issue should be with 
the Editor by 
1st December 2016. 
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Contacts 
 

North East Group 
Contact: Jan Arger 
E-mail: jan.arger111@gmail.com 
Tel:  01833 650921 
Meet:  4 times a year 
www.facebook.com/
cprenortheastregion/timeline?
ref=page_internal 
 

Northumberland Branch 
Contact Ian Warburton 
E-mail: ian.cpre@hotmail.co.uk 
Tel:  01661 833614 
Website: http://
www.northumberland.cprelocalgroups.org.uk 
 

Durham Branch 
Contact: Gillan Gibson 
E-mail: cpre.durham@yahoo.co.uk 
Tel:  0191 537 1712 
Website: www.cpredurham.org.uk/ 
Meet:  Alternate months 
 

National Office 
Contact: 5-11 Lavington Street, 
  London, SE1 0NZ 
E-mail: info@cpre.org.uk 
Tel:   020 7981 2800 
Website: www.cpre.org.uk/ 
 

Newsletter Editor 
Contact: Gillan Gibson 
E-mail cpre.northeast@yahoo.co.uk 
Tel:  0191 537 1712 

 
Northumberland Branch 

covering 
Northumberland 

Newcastle 
North Tyneside 

 

Durham Branch 
Covering 

Gateshead 
South Tyneside 

Co Durham 
Darlington 
Stockton 

Sunderland 
Hartlepool 

Middlesbrough 
 
 

CPRE Meetings 
 

10th November     
  Northumberland 
 

15th November Darlington 
 

5th December Durham 
 

20th December Darlington 
 

10th January NE Region 
 

17th January Darlington 
 

5th February Durham 
 

 

Please confirm meeting 
details before travelling 

 

North East NEwsletter 
 

 Autumn 2016 
 

Issue 31 
 

(Issues 1-16 titled Overview) 
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Well, since my last Report, we have 
voted to leave the European Union 
(EU) and changed our prime minister 
which has led to a substantially 
different looking government.  So 
how has that affected us in CPRE? 
 Only time will tell how Brexit 
will affect us.  Concern has been 
expressed that leaving Europe will 
mean that various laws to protect the 
environment will be scrapped, but it 
could also provide us with 
opportunities to seek new ways to do 
this.  Already, there has been a 
Parliamentary Inquiry to seek 
comments on ways to protect the 
natural environment although it does 
appear to concentrate heavily on 
Common Agricultural Policy 
subsidies.  The truth is none of us 
knows how this will materialise.  In 
particular I have previously 
mentioned Devolution and I think 

there may be a major rethink as to 
how this will progress in the future. 
 Meanwhile, it has perhaps 
been the “silly season” in respect of 
Local Plans.  North Tyneside 
proceeds to an Examination in Public 
while Northumberland takes further 
time to consider its position, 
particularly with regard to its 
objectively assessed housing 
requirements and its stance on the 
Green Belt.  Durham has held a 
consultation exercise on Issues and 
Options in respect of its “refreshed” 
local plan.  Hartlepool has consulted 
on its Preferred Options, South 
Tyneside has had a Strategic Land 
Review and Sunderland and 
Darlington progress on the latest 
developments with their Local Plans.  
Meanwhile, Sunderland and South 
Tyneside are also consulting about 
their joint proposals for the 

Chair’s Desk 
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International Advanced 
Manufacturing Park (IAMP) by Nissan 
and its implications for the Green 
Belt in that area.  We have consulted 
with our members and will be 
responding, but one thing to us is 
clear – while in principle we have 
supported the proposal, 
notwithstanding its location in the 
Green Belt, this depends on Nissan 
staying put.  If, as a result of Brexit, 
Nissan should move abroad, then a 
whole new scenario opens.  And, 
following comments made at the G20 
by the Japanese, this cannot be ruled 
out. 
 No doubt the Government’s 
“threats” to step in if Councils have 
not reached a certain stage in making 
a local plan by the end of next year 
and to cut their New Homes Bonus 
has concentrated some minds but 
this is making it very difficult for 
CPRE to make proper representations 
in respect of planning proposals. 
However, members are doing what 
they can to make realistic comments 
on the various proposals but I cannot 
claim that this has been easy. 
 Then there have been various 
major planning application issues. 
Open cast coal mining has clearly 
been in the news with 
Northumberland County Council’s 
decision to give planning permission 
for the site at Druridge Bay.  
However, this application has now 
been called in so a Public Inquiry will 
now be held and the final decision be 
made by the Secretary of State (SoS) 
for Communities and Local 
Government, Sajid Javed.  Whether 
the decision will be made by him or 
Greg Clark as Secretary of State for 
Business, Energy and Industrial 
Strategy is not at the moment clear.  
The SoS does not have to follow the 
Inspector’s recommendation, but the 
Council’s decision was consistent 
with the decisions of Inspectors who 
have allowed appeals for sites at 
Bradley Hall and Pittington in 
Durham.  Whether, in the current 
economic climate, either of these 
proposals will actually proceed to 
development is perhaps another 

matter.  
 And of course there is also the 
issue of the wind turbines at 
Hartlepool where there was a major 
success when the applications were 
considered invalid, you can read 
more about that elsewhere. 
 On housing, there have been 
two important Public Inquiries in 
Durham recently where the effect of 
the Richborough judgment, 
mentioned in my last Report, has 
been considered.  The first, held in 
April, involved a site at Lanchester 
and we recently received the 
decision that this appeal had been 
dismissed.  I believe the Richborough 
judgment did play a part in the 
Inspector’s decision.  The second, 
involving a site at Sedgefield, has 
only just been held in August so there 
is no decision on it yet.  However, 
the Richborough judgment, heritage 
assets and valued landscapes under 
paragraph 109 of the National 
Planning Policy Framework (NPPF), 
were significant issues that were 
discussed during the Inquiry.  CPRE 
National Office is interested in the 
outcome of this appeal. 
 So I think this has been a busy 
quarter for us.  There have been 
some important issues that have 
been considered and some important 
results that have been determined.   
I cannot claim that everything has 
been easy, it certainly has been 
challenging at times.  We have had 
some good results such as at 
Hartlepool and Lanchester but the 
decision at Druridge Bay, if it is 
allowed to stand, causes concern.  
Richard Cowen 
28 August 2016 
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Chair’s Desk  (cont.) 

 

We are grateful to NFU Mutual 
for generously supporting this 

newsletter 

Following much hard work 
campaigners in Hartlepool were 
delighted to find the inquiry into 3 
wind turbines has been cancelled. 
 As you may recall, these three 
applications (each for a single 
turbine but effectively one wind 
farm) were called in by the previous 
Secretary of State for Communities 
and Local Government (Greg Clark) 
following a request from local 
residents whom I assisted. A Public 
Inquiry was scheduled to commence 
on 4th October 2016.  However, we 
also argued that the applications 
were invalid because of inadequate 
pre application consultation and the 
Inspector appointed to report on this 
matter, Richard Clegg, has agreed 
with us.  As a result, all three 
applications have been declared 
invalid and the Public Inquiry has 

been cancelled.  The time has now 
passed for the developers to make a 
legal challenge to the Inspector’s 
decision. 
 There is no doubt the pre 
application consultation issue is 
important and councils need to give 
proper consideration to it.  While the 
number of wind farm applications has 
now dropped dramatically, we should 
be alive to this issue in any future 
applications and for applications for 
any other types of development. 
Richard Cowen, CPRE NE Chair 

     Success: 
  Wind turbine inquiry cancelled 

Pottery designer and businesswoman 
Emma Bridgewater is to be the new 
President of the Campaign to Protect 
Rural England (CPRE), succeeding 
former Poet Laureate Sir Andrew 
Motion, who served four years in the 
role. 
 Emma has become a household 
name for her popular pottery 
designs, with her business employing 
270 craftsmen in Stoke-on-Trent.  A 
former resident of rural Norfolk, now 
living in Oxfordshire, Emma has a 
clear perspective on the pressures 
our countryside faces and is 
passionate about the benefits of 
urban regeneration.  She is keen to 
support CPRE’s campaign to prioritise 
investment in brownfield land over 
releasing further greenfield sites for 
development. 
 
On her appointment as CPRE 
President, Emma Bridgewater said: 
“I have a clear mission for my tenure 
as president of the CPRE: to 
encourage continuing development 

on suitable brownfield sites and so 
help drive the dynamism that 
development will bring to our towns 
and cities – and in doing so protect 
our countryside. 
 “This will enable our inner 
cities not just to benefit from 
redevelopment but help them give 
rise to the creativity that flourishes 
when we invest in making our urban 
centres work for people.  And by 
concentrating on that regeneration 
we will safeguard the countryside, 
that vital escape and sustaining 
hinterland that our urban centres 
especially need so much.” 

Emma Bridgewater 
CPRE’s new President 

AAP Area Action Plan 
 

BAA British Astronomical 
Association  

 

CfDS Commission for Dark Skies  
 

CPRE Campaign to Protect Rural 
England 

 

EU European Union 
 

EOI Expression of Interest  
 

FCO Full Cut Off design (street 
lamps) 

 

GCSE General Certificate of 
Secondary Education 

 

IAMP AAP  International Advanced 
Manufacturing Park Area 
Action Plan  

 

LED  Light Emitting Diode 
 

NHB New Homes Bonus 
 

NE North East 
 

NPPF National Planning Policy 
Framework 

 

SLR Strategic Land Review 
 

SoS Secretary of State 
 

SVRA Springwell Village Residents 
Association 

 

Abbreviations 
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Many members will know that CPRE 
has worked with The British 
Astronomical Association (BAA) on 
the campaign against light pollution. 
The BAA’s Commission for Dark Skies 
(CfDS) was created in 1989 in 
response the growth of uncontrolled 
outdoor lighting and, in particular, 
street lighting which was having an 
undesired impact on observational 
astronomy. 
 It is clear why astronomers 
should be so concerned about this 
matter, but CPRE’s involvement is a 
little less obvious.  As an organisation 
that values the countryside for its 
intrinsic beauty we believe that a 
dark starry night sky enhances the 
experience of rural areas.  Many 
landscape photographers cherish the 
special time of day, known as the 
“golden hour”, viz. the time 
immediately prior to sunset (or 
sunrise) when light gives an ethereal 
character to landscapes.  As dusk 
progresses into night the silhouettes 
of hills and other features are 
significant when seen against a 
darkening sky. Poorly designed 
external lighting can spread for miles 
from the source, blurring the 
distinction between town and 

country.  There are clearly shared 
interests between astronomers and 
landscape lovers, which is why CPRE 
works closely the Commission for 
Dark Skies through initiatives such as 
the Star Count and lighting nuisance 
surveys.  
 It is a positive move that many 
councils are now replacing 
unshielded lighting, which emit 
enormous amounts of wasteful light 
into the sky, with “full-cut-
off” (FCO) designs which direct all of 
their light down towards the ground.  
Thus from high ground it should not 
be possible when looking downwards  
to see individual light sources as is 
the case with many of the orange low
-pressure sodium lights.  These are 
contrasted in the two close-ups of 
lights taken at the time of switch 
over in Blyth Valley.  Motivated 
largely by financial considerations, 
councils are seeking to replace old 
low-pressure sodium lights with FCO 
lights which are often Light Emitting 
Diodes (LEDs).  This is not only 
happening in Blyth Valley but also in 
other parts of Northumberland.  The 
new lighting will reduce the amount 
of upward light pollution but from 
the night time photograph it is 

apparent that from the 
ground there will be much 
more glare than before 
because of the greater 
brightness of the  lights.  
The biggest improvement is 
in the view of the night sky 
seen from outside of towns 
(or from within towns on 
higher land above the lights) 
where the amount of light 
shining upwards is very 
much reduced.  It is to be 
hoped that as the nights 
draw in again this autumn 
that there will be a better 
view of the stars from areas 

Mitigating light pollution in 
Blyth Valley 

that have new better designed 
street lighting.  
 With increasing interest in 
astronomy, due partly to high-
profile TV programmes on the 
subject and its inclusion in 
science curricula for GCSE, we 
hope that CPRE North East can 
work more closely the various 
astronomical societies which 
exist in the north-east.  There is 
common ground not only in the 
desire to reduce light pollution, 
but also in assessing the 
potential lighting impacts of 
future development such as new 
housing on the edges of towns and 
villages.  We are keen to work with 
local astronomers on responding to 
such planning cases and also to seek 
opportunities to arrange stargazing 
events both for CPRE members and 
anyone with an interest in enjoying 
stunning dark skies in the north east.  
C E Willits, CPRE Northumberland 

For many years CPRE has worked with 
many organisations, including the 
British Astronomical Association, to 
campaign for dark skies and reduced 
light pollution 
 The latest initiative is the 
release of interactive online maps 
which show where in England dark 
skies can be found and where light 
pollution is greatest. 

What is light pollution? 
Light pollution is a generic term 

referring to artificial light which 
shines where it is neither wanted nor 
needed.  In broad terms, there are 
three types of light pollution: 

• skyglow – the pink or orange glow 
we see for miles around towns and 
cities, spreading deep into the 
countryside, caused by a 
scattering of artificial light by 
airborne dust and water droplets 

• glare – the uncomfortable 

 

 
 

CPRE’S Night Blight Campaign 
 

Sodium lamp LED lamp 
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brightness of a light source 

• light intrusion – light spilling 
beyond the boundary of the 
property on which a light is 
located, sometimes shining 
through windows and curtains 

 

There is increasing awareness of the 
impact that light pollution can have 
on wildlife, by interrupting natural 
rhythms including migration, 
reproduction and feeding patterns. 
Man-made light is known to cause 
confusion to migrating birds, often 
with fatal outcomes, and many of us 
will have heard birds singing late into 
the night in trees lit by a streetlight. 
A survey by CPRE found that light 
pollution can cause a great deal of 
distress to humans too, including 
disrupted sleep, and in some cases 
has driven people to move house to 
get away from light pollution.  
Recent studies suggest that exposure 
to light at night can disrupt the 
body's production of melatonin, a 
brain hormone best known for its 
daily role in resetting the body's 
biological clock. 
 CPRE believes that darkness at 
night is one of the key characteristics 
of rural areas and it represents a 
major difference between what is 
rural and what is urban.  Security 
lights, floodlights and streetlights all 
break into the darkness and create a 
veil of light across the night sky. 
 While CPRE agrees that some 
of this light is necessary, it should be 
the right type of lighting and only 
used where and when it is needed.   
We want to see more done to ensure 
that our communities are lit in a 
responsible way. 
 

Light pollution—The Law 
The first UK law tackling light 
pollution came into force in 2006 
under Section 102 of the Clean 
Neighbourhoods and Environment Act 

2005.  Exterior lighting joins noise 
and smells on the list of things that 
can be treated as a Statutory 
Nuisance, things your local council's 
Environmental Health Department 
can take legal action against.  
 This law doesn't tackle all 
forms of light pollution, only 
incidents of particularly bad lighting 
from some types of premises which 
cause people real nuisance.  But 
CPRE would like to see it used, to 
raise awareness of the issue and to 
help people who really are suffering 
from severe light pollution. 
 

Take action on local light pollution 
Here are a few ideas about how 
action can be taken about local light 
pollution. 
 

• Local authorities 
 Local authorities can consider how 
they can improve their approach to 
street lighting, ensuring that new 
developments are lit appropriately 
and that areas of existing dark skies 
are protected. 
 If nearby street lighting is 
shining in to your home at night 
and causing you distress, you can 
contact your local council's street 
lighting department, explain the 
problem you are having, and ask 
what they can do to minimise the 
problem.  The council will have 
several possible solutions available 
to tackle your problem, including: 

◊ installing shields to the 
streetlights (a common solution); 

◊ replacing the light fitting; 

◊ install dimming technology (an 
expensive option that would 
apply to an area instead of an 
individual light and could 
ultimately save the council 
money) 

 

• Domestic security lighting 
 CPRE worked with Government and 

others to produce a leaflet about 
how to use domestic security 
lighting correctly. It gives helpful 
tips for your own lighting and 
neighbours with poorly directed 
security lights. https://
www.gov.uk/government/uploads/
system/uploads/attachment_data/
file/210770/pb13978-getting-light-
right.pdf 
 

• Developers and businesses 
 If you would like to take 

action to reduce light 
pollution caused by existing 
lighting used by your 
business, or to ensure that 
new developments have well 
designed lighting schemes, it 
is  recommended that you 
refer to the Institution of 
Lighting Professionals 
document at https://
www.theilp.org.uk/
documents/obtrusive-light/ 

 

For more information and 
reports: 

http://
nightblight.cpre.org.uk/ 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

CPRE’s 
interactive maps 

 

http://
nightblight.cpre.org.uk/ 

 
Search many ways for 

printable maps , including: 
Postcode 

Local authority districts 
Using a key map 

etc 
 

Useful for 
Residents 

Local authorities 
Parish and town councils 

Developers 
Schools and education 

and many others 
 

Produced using satellite images 
captured at 1.30 am throughout 

September 2015 
 

Highlights 
Darkest spot: East Kielder Moor. 

Northumberland National Park has 
96% pristine night skies 
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CPRE’S Night Blight Campaign (cont.) 



In January this year we reported a first 
win for the campaigners in Springwell 
Village, Sunderland, when an application 
to build five houses on a Green Belt site 
was refused by Sunderland council.  More 
than two hundred objections had been 
received. 
 The campaign to “Save the 
Greenbelt”, organised by Springwell 
Village Residents’ Association (SVRA) 
stepped up action once again when an 
application to build two houses was 
submitted on a different site – again in 
the Green Belt.  Although very small 
scale, organisers were keen to avoid a 
dangerous precedent being set should the 
proposal be approved.  A drive to explain 
and encourage residents to make their 
views known resulted in 394 objections.  
The application was refused in May. 
 Another application on Green Belt 
land, this time to convert a garage to a 
residential property was also refused. 
 So pressure is mounting to build on 
the Green Belt that surrounds Springwell 
Village.  The community is responding by 
showing its strength and understanding of 
the issues.  Residents are fiercely 
protective of where they live and 
determined to fight to keep their 
identity. 
 As well as fighting planning 
applications for proposals for 
inappropriate developments, there is a 
huge interest in the emerging Local Plan 
and responses to consultations are always 
widely discussed and thoughtfully framed 
to support growth with maximum effort 
to protect the environment. 

 “We know people need jobs but 
we also know that building houses on the 
Green Belt does not create them” says 
Angela Templeman, SVRA Chairperson. 
 Whilst the Local Plan is being 
developed, and the Council is continuing 
to consult on their International 
Advanced Manufacturing Park proposals, 
SVRA is working closely with them on 
practical measures to maintain the 
Village in the wake of huge budget cuts 
that mean services are suffering.  
Volunteers are picking litter, emptying 
rubbish bins and have taken over planting 
beds and tubs.   
 “people who live here are 
prepared to invest time and effort in 
making sure Springwell Village is intact 
for future generations – we are well 
organised, full of energy and most 
importantly we will be heard”. 

Springwell Village Residents 
Association 
 

 

Pressure mounts in Springwell Village 
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A greenbelt site of 30 acres purchased by developer Hellens 
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Local Plans update 

  

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

Issues and Options: Consulted upon 
over the summer the responses are 
being analysed with the aim of  
 
 
considering them in detail at a Scrutiny 

Meeting on the 20th October 2016 and 
Cabinet on the 8th November 2016.  All 
the consultation responses can be 
viewed at: 
http://microsites.darlington.gov.uk/
local-plan/time-table/issues-and-
scoping-consultation-responses/ 

With 5 councils consulting on some 
aspect of their Local Plan over the 
summer of 2016 it was a busy time for 
volunteers in the region.  However, 
submissions were made to varying 
degrees and the next stages are 
awaited.  In addition some councils 
with current Local Plans,  Stockton and 
Middlesbrough, are beginning to review 
their documents so more consultations 
are expected in the future. 
 One element driving councils to 
ensure they have Plans at a suitable 
stage by December 2017 is the concern 
that if they do not have either a 
current Plan or a Pre Submission Draft 
Plan submitted by then they could lose 
their New Home Bonus (NHB) in 2018. 
 
New Homes Bonus 
This aims to encourage local 
authorities to grant planning 
permissions for the building of new 
houses in return for additional 

revenue.  Under the scheme, the 
Government matches the Council Tax 
raised on each new home built for a 
period of six years.  Local authorities 
are not obliged to use the Bonus 
funding for housing development.  
 
For more information have a look at: 
House of Commons Library Briefing 
Paper (no 05724, 15th April 2016), 
downloadable from:  http://
researchbriefings.files.parliament.uk/
documents/SN05724/SN05724.pdf 

  

COUNTY DURHAM 
http://www.durham.gov.uk/cdp 
 

The Durham Plan: Following 
withdrawal of the original document 
there was a consultation on an Issues 
and Options document which had 50 
questions.  This is the first stage in the 
plan revision and dealt with the whole 
range of topics covered in a Local Plan.   
 
 
CPRE Durham submitted comment and 

everyone now awaits the next stage 
which is expected to be a consultation 
on a Preferred Options document at 
the end of this year. 
http://www.durham.gov.uk/
article/7563/Get-involved---have-your-
say-on-the-County-Durham-Plan 



NORTHUMBERLAND 
http://www.northumberland.gov.uk/
Planning/Planning-policy/
Plan.aspx#localplan-corestrategy 
 

A consultation on further major 
modifications to the Core Strategy 
prior to its submission for independent 
examination is now proposed to take 
place in November and December 
2016. The further major modifications 

seek to address areas of concern and 
comments received during the 
consultation process and also to take 
account of the Council’s submission of 
an Expression of Interest (EOI) to 
central government regarding the 
development of a garden village in 
Northumberland. 
 

SOUTH TYNESIDE 
http://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/
article/14842/Local-Plan 
 

The Strategic Land Review (SLR) 
was consulted upon in the summer of 
2016 and CPRE Durham made a 
submission.  The consultation on the 
Publication Draft Local Plan is 
scheduled for winter 2016/7. 
https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/
article/36012/Local-Plan-
Development-Plan-Document 
 
In addition there was a consultation 
on the International Advanced 

Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan 
(IAMP AAP) in the summer of 2016 to 
which CPRE North East submitted 
comment. 
https://www.southtyneside.gov.uk/
article/36013/International-
Advanced-Manufacturing-Park-Area-
Action-Plan 

SUNDERLAND 
http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/
index.aspx?articleid=8397 
 

Sunderland council is preparing its 
Core Strategy and as part of that 
consulted on Growth Options and a 
number of other documents in 
summer 2016.  CPRE Durham sent 
comment in regarding the Growth 
Options, Strategic Land Review and 
the Green Belt Review.  The next 
stage is now awaited. 
 

In addition there was a consultation 
on the International Advanced 
Manufacturing Park Area Action Plan 
(IAMP AAP) in the summer of 2016 to 
which CPRE North East submitted 
comment. 
http://www.sunderland.gov.uk/
index.aspx?articleid=10133 
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GATESHEAD 
http://www.gateshead.gov.uk/
Building%20and%20Development/
PlanningpolicyandLDF/LocalPlan/
LocalDevelopmentFrameworks.aspx 
 

Planning for the Future: Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan for  
 
Gateshead and Newcastle upon Tyne 

2010-2030 was adopted in March 
2015.  This and some other policy 
documents are the current planning 
policy for both Gateshead and 
Newcastle. 

STOCKTON 
https://www.stockton.gov.uk/
economic-regeneration-and-
transport/economic-strategy-and-
spatial-planning/the-emerging-local-
plan/ 
 

 

Preparation of a new Local Plan has 
begun and the first consultation 
event is awaited. 
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NORTH TYNESIDE 
http://www.northtyneside.gov.uk/
browse.shtml?p_subjectCategory=182 
 

The North Tyneside Local Plan  
Examination in Public is scheduled to 
start 8th November 2016 and CPRE 
has been invited to a number of the 
sessions.  A web page has been set up 
which has all the documents and 

dates, see 
http://northtyneside-
consult.limehouse.co.uk/portal/
local_plan/
local_plan_examination_news 

  

HARTLEPOOL 
https://www.hartlepool.gov.uk/
info/20209/local_plan/312/
local_plan 
 

The following documents were 
consulted upon May to July 2016: 

• Local Plan Preferred Options 
document /Proposal Map  

• Sustainability Appraisal 

• Habitats Regulations Assessment. 
CPRE made comment on the 
Preferred Options.  The next stage is 
now awaited. 

  

NEWCASTLE 
https://www.newcastle.gov.uk/
planning-and-buildings/planning-
policy/core-strategy-and-urban-core-
plan 
 

Planning for the Future: Core 
Strategy and Urban Core Plan for  
 
Gateshead and Newcastle upon Tyne 

2010-2030 was adopted in March 
2015.  This and some other policy 
documents are the current planning 
policy for both Gateshead and 
Newcastle. 
 

MIDDLESBROUGH 
https://www.middlesbrough.gov.uk/
planning-and-housing/planning/
planning-policy 
 

 

Work is expected to commence in 
late 2016 on a new Local Plan. 

  

  


