To: ALL MEMBERS OF THE PLANNING AND TRANSPORT COMMITTEE
You are summoned to attend the meeting of the Planning and Transport committee of the
Town Council to be held at 6:30pm on Wednesday 8th September 2021 in the Corn
Exchange of the Town Hall, Morpeth.
Members are asked to view plans on the NCC Website, prior to the meeting.
The Agenda for the meeting is set out below.

J Wilson PP
Mrs Tracey Bell
Clerk to Morpeth Town Council
3rd September 2021
Copied to all other Town Councillors for information.
_________________________________________________________________________
OPEN SESSION
The Chair to invite members of the public present to put questions to or draw relevant
matters to the attention of the Council, prior to commencement of business. This is for a
period of 20 minutes overall and is limited to 3 minutes per person.
AGENDA
1.

Committee Chairman’s Announcements
•
•

2.

Usual rules about recordings apply.
Usual rules regarding the use of mobile phones apply.

Mayoral Announcements
•

The Mayor’s Ball will take place on Saturday 4th December 2021

3.

Apologies for Absence

4.

Declarations of Interest
Members to inform the Chairman of Committee of any Declarations of Interest for
matters set out within this agenda.
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5.

Minutes of the Planning and Transport Meetings held on Wednesday 14th July
2021
To approve the minutes of the above meetings, see Appendix A.

6.

Matters Arising from previous committee meetings
See Appendix B.

7.

Licences
There are no licence applications to consider on this occasion.

8.

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
(i)

Members are asked to consider the planning list for w/c 30th August 2021, see
Appendix C.

(ii)

Members are provided for information with the comments submitted to
applications on planning lists from w/c 12th July, see Appendix D, w/c 19th July,
see Appendix E, w/c 26th July, see Appendix F, w/c 2nd August, see Appendix
G, w/c 9th August, see Appendix H, 16th August, see Appendix I, and w/c 23rd
August 2021, see Appendix J.

(iii)

16/00078/OUT - Land West of Lancaster Park, Pinewood Drive, Lancaster
Park, Morpeth
Members are provided with a copy of a letter issued to the Mayor from Morpeth
North Residents Action Group regarding the above application, along with a
briefing note to all members, see Appendix K.

9.

Local Transport Plan programme 2022/23
Members are asked to consider the above and are provided for consideration with a
list submitted prior to this meeting from both Town and County Councillors, see
Appendix L.

10.

Road Closures
Members are advised of the following road closures:
1. U6067 – Coopies Lane, Morpeth, see Appendix M.

11.

Local Council Issues
Members are asked to consider any issues to be brought to the attention of the next
Local Council meeting.
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Appendix A

Morpeth Town Council
Minutes of the Planning and Transport Committee
Wednesday 14th July 2021 at 6:30pm in the Corn
Exchange of the Town Hall, Morpeth
Present:
Councillors:

A Byard
B Bawn
D Bawn
J Crawford
M Greveson
H Hall
J Richardson
J Wearmouth

- Chair

Clerks:

Mrs J Wilson
Miss K Carter

- Deputy Clerk
- Democratic Services Assistant

Absent Councillors:

E Lawson
J Clayton

- Personal
- Personal

Open Session
There were no members of the public present who wished to ask a question on this
occasion.
42/21

Committee Chairman’s Announcements
•
•

43/21

Mayoral Announcements
•
•
•

44/21

Members were advised of the usual rules about the recording of meetings.
Members were reminded that mobile phones should be turned on to silent and
should not be used during the meeting.

A Mayor’s Quiz Night will take place on Thursday 22nd July 2021 at 7pm, at
Harry’s Coffee Bar. Proceeds to go to the Mayor’s charity. Tickets available from
Harry’s Coffee Bar, £10 per head.
A Prosecco on the Square event will take place on Saturday 31st July 2021 and
Saturday 11th September 2021 to raise money for the Mayor’s charity.
The Mayor is in the process of organising a wine and gin tasting event to raise
money for his charity.

Declarations of Interest
The Chairman received no declarations of interest on this occasion.

45/21

Minutes of the Planning and Transport Committee held on 9th June 2021
The minutes of the above meeting were approved as a true record.
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RESOLVED
a) That the minutes of 9th June 2021, a copy of which had been previously
circulated to each Member, be approved, and signed as a correct record by the
Chair.
46/21

Matters Arising
See Appendix B.

47/21

Licenses
There were no licence applications to consider on this occasion.
RESOLVED
a) Information duly noted.

48/21

Town and Country Planning Act 1990
(i) Members were asked to consider the planning list for w/c 5th July 2021, see
Appendix C.
Cllr Byard advised members that application 18/03339/DISCON, Land West of
Lancaster Park, has received a lot of objections from members of the public and
the Town Council have strongly objected to this application in the past. The
original application stated that an Innovation Centre would be constructed which
would supply the town with more job opportunities.
Cllr D Bawn also advised that the application stated that a country park will be
included in the development. This was going to be the next phase of
development after the Innovation Centre; however, it is now last.
Cllr Byard proposed that she draft a response to the application stating that the
development should begin with the Innovation Centre, then the country park,
and lastly housing.
Cllr D Bawn proposed that, should the application be taken to Local Area
Council, Cllr Byard be nominated to speak on behalf of the Town Council.
A vote was taken: 7 For, 0 Against and 1 Abstention

RESOLVED
a) Information duly noted.
b) Cllr Byard to draft a response to planning application 18/03339/DISCON.
c) Cllr Byard to speak to the application if it is brought to Local Area Council.

Page 2

(ii) Members noted the comments submitted to applications on planning lists from
w/c 7th June, w/c 14th June, w/c 21st June, and w/c 28th June.
49/21

Passenger Rail Services in Northumberland from May 2022
Members were provided for consideration with a briefing from SENRUG.
Cllr Byard advised members that NCC have already written to the rail industry to
ask them to reconsider their proposal to remove some services from Morpeth.
Cllr D Bawn suggested that the Town Council object to the proposals as the result
would be a loss of twenty-one stops and a decrease of only five minutes on journey
times.
Cllr Byard proposed that the Town Council support SENRUG’s response and
herself and Cllr J Wearmouth draft a response to the proposal.
Cllr Byard advised members that the closing date for comments is Thursday 5th
August 2021 and encouraged members to submit their own comments to the
proposal.
RESOLVED
a) Information duly noted.
b) Cllrs Byard and J Wearmouth to draft a response.

50/21

Bullers Green Bollards
Members were provided for information with documentation relating to the
installation of bollards at Bullers Green.
Cllr D Bawn advised members that the NCC Road Safety Team have identified that
the area is hazardous because cars drive over the path from the small triangle,
directly onto the main road.
Several solutions were proposed, including surrounding the triangle with yellow
lines, which would not allow any residential parking. Bollards were proposed as this
would still allow for parking but also increase the safety of the area.
RESOLVED
a) Information duly noted.

51/21

Road Closures
There were no road closures on this occasion.
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RESOLVED
a) Information duly noted.
52/21

Local Council Issues
Members agreed that if planning application 19/00904/FUL, Land South of Bluebell
Court, East Cottingwood, Morpeth is taken to Local Area Council Cllr Byard attend
to represent the Town Council.
RESOLVED
a) Information duly noted.
b) Cllr Byard to speak to the application if it is brought to Local Area Council.
There was no other business to discuss and the meeting concluded at 7:12pm with
Councillors A Byard, B Bawn, D Bawn, J Crawford, M Greveson, H Hall, J
Richardson and J Wearmouth present.
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46/21 – Appendix B – Matters Arising from Previous Committee Meetings
Minute Number
26/21 (199/20) (176/20)
(149/20) (143/20) (121/20)
(89/20) (73/20) (60/20)
(32/20) (272/19) (240/19)
(231/19)
28/21

29/21

Item
Strategic County Councillor
Updates –s106

Current Position
Action from meeting
Members were advised that the Deputy Clerk has emailed
Information duly noted.
Northumberland County Council (NCC) to enquire who handles
the s106 negotiations. She has not yet received a response. Cllr D The Deputy Clerk to
Bawn has also forwarded the email on to Rob Murfin and also
continue to chase a
has not received a reply.
response.
19/00904/FUL -Land South of
Members were advised that a letter to the Leader and Deputy
Information duly noted.
Bluebell Court, East Cottingwood, Leader was compiled by Cllrs Byard and D Bawn. A response was
Morpeth
received from Rick O’Farrel, Interim Executive Director, Place and
Regeneration. A copy of a letter sent by NHS Property Services
was also enclosed for information.
Cllr Byard advised members that Greystoke Doctors’ Surgery and
the Clinical Commissioning Group also support the letters sent to
NCC.
Northumberland Local Plan
Members were provided with a draft response for consideration. Information duly noted.
Examination: Consultation on
Main Modifications
Members agreed to submit
the response to the
consultation.
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48/21 – Appendix C – PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 5th July 2021
PLANNING REF

NAME & LOCATION

PROPOSAL

18/03339/DISCON

Requested to be brought
to committee by Cllr
Byard from planning list
w/c 28th June 2021.
Euro Garages Limited
Land West Of Lancaster
Park, Pinewood Drive,
Lancaster Park, Morpeth
Mr A Wilkinson
4 Thornton Close, Stobhill
Manor, Morpeth, NE61
2XB
Mr Malcolm Paton
17 Field House Close,
Hepscott, Morpeth, NE61
6LU

Discharge of Condition 11 (Phasing
Plan for the timing and delivery of the
development) on approved planning
application 16/00078/OUT.

See Min 48/21.

Two storey side extension and
single storey rear
extension/alterations.

Morpeth Town Council has no comment
to this application.

Alterations internally to provide
additional bedroom, change garage
to a habitable room (study & utility).
Build new timber framed
garage/garden store and summer
house.

Morpeth Town Council has no comment
to this application.

21/02544/FUL

21/02342/FUL

MTC RESPONSE
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MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix B

Matters Arising from Previous Committee Meetings
Minute Number

Item

Current Position

46/21 (26/21)
(199/20) (176/20)
(149/20) (143/20)
(121/20) (89/20)
(73/20) (60/20)
(32/20) (272/19)
(240/19) (231/19)

Strategic County Councillor
Updates – s106

Members are advised that the Deputy Clerk has emailed
Northumberland County Council (NCC) to enquire who handles the
s106 negotiations. She has not yet received a response.

46/21 (28/21)

19/00904/FUL - Land South of
Bluebell Court, East
Cottingwood, Morpeth

49/21

Passenger Rail Services in
Northumberland from May
2022

Members are advised that no further response has been received
from NCC’s Interim Exec Director for Place and Regeneration to
concerns raised regarding the proposed signalised junction on Dark
Lane.
Members are advised that Cllrs Byard and J Wearmouth have
drafted and submitted a response to the proposal. Responses have
been received from Power + Energy Associates Limited, see
Appendix 1, Department for Transport, see Appendix 2, LNER, see
Appendix 3, and Northern Railway, see Appendix 4.

Action from meeting

Appendix 1
Power + Energy Associates Limited
PO Box 75
Morpeth
Northumberland
NE61 2WG
United Kingdom

28 JULY 2021

LNER
East Coast House
25, Skeldergate,
York YO1 6DH
Dear Consultation team,
OBJECTION TO PROPOSED DRAFT MAY 2022 EAST COAST MAIN LINE TIMETABLE
PREPARED BY RONALD HUNT
1. INTRODUCTION
This is my response to the four separate consultations from LNER, Cross Country, TransPennine and
Northern Railways concerning their draft May 2022 Rail timetables. It is understood that each company
requires responses by 5th August 2021. This is a single response to all four operators as it is understood that
the timetables have been developed through cross-industry collaboration.
I am a company director, have run my own engineering consultancy for the past 24 years and a resident of
Morpeth. During these 24 years I have used the rail network extensively for business travel to London,
Edinburgh and many other major cities within the UK. This has resulted in acquiring an extensive
experience in business travel and understanding as to what these proposed changes would mean for me
and my business. The reason why I decided to keep my business in Morpeth, Northumberland is the
excellent rail services and direct connections now available.
For more than 20 years I have been personally active in supporting Rail User campaigns and since 2004
have been an active committee member of SENRUG. I personally find it extremely disappointing that after
all the immense efforts I have been involved in to improve our services, and having succeeded over the 20
years that these improvements are now to be removed. This is very hard to accept and we even have a
fully renovated station in Morpeth with the prospect of no Intercity Services calling.
2. WRONG ASSUMPTIONS
It is my personal belief that the draft May 2022 timetable is based on a wrong assumption that the overriding
consideration is to reduce overall journey times between London and Newcastle and London and
Edinburgh. I do not accept that these considerations justify the significant and serious negative effects that
this draft timetable would create.
The proposed three LNER trains an hour to Newcastle results in the loss of the TransPennine service
directly connecting Northumberland with Liverpool and Manchester. Sadly, the proposed third LNER train
north of York causes all these services to be lost and without a good substantiated reason to support it.
In particular I confirm my personal belief that, with the standard of service and facilities now available,
extra minutes on the train is not time lost to business whilst time lost in changing trains is most definitely
time lost to business. The draft timetable results in many journeys that can today be made by direct train
requiring a change of trains in future. One example I give would be Peterborough to Morpeth as the
proposed changes being considered are a disaster for me.
The LNER’s presentation claims extra seats are being created, however, this does not take into account
seats lost due to other operators withdrawing and curtailing routes to support additional LNER trains. In
Company Registered in England: Reg No 3433 582 VAT Reg No 733 802151
Registered Address : 16 Boundary Drive, Morpeth, United Kingdom NE61 2RX

Continuation:

Continuation:
particular for Morpeth, we lose all daytime LNER services and effectively have to travel from Newcastle.
Over the last 20 years we have campaigned and achieved a two-hourly intercity service.
The replacement of our Morpeth daytime LNER services and removal of TransPennine services by an
open access operator is not acceptable to the business traveller as the first-class services are not
provided and these trains are of much reduced capacity. The operator of these open access trains has
stated that their service aims to attract “new customers who at present never travel by train”. In my opinion
being forced onto these trains will result in having to travel on excessively overcrowded trains not
conducive to business travel.
The loss of the promised TransPennine service which was so grandly promoted just over one year ago is
a major blow. The proposed 3rd LNER train per hour to / from Newcastle is considered to be of little
practical benefit especially to Morpeth passengers.

3. SPECIFIC PROBLEMS FOR NORTHUMBERLAND
The proposals represent a drastic reduction and unacceptable worsening of services
through Northumberland. It is seen that every station on the East Coast Main Line in Northumberland will
receive a worse service than the December 2019 timetable. Berwick and Morpeth are particularly affected,
with Morpeth losing approximately half of the services it was scheduled to have at December 2019.
The new timetable removes direct connections for many many journeys that can be made today. The
Morpeth - Alnmouth traveller will have to travel to Berwick or Newcastle and then double back, Morpeth Hexham, Morpeth - Peterborough (off peak), Morpeth – Manchester and Newcastle - Manchester Airport.
These changes effecting LNER – TPX – XC and Northern, if implemented, would have a serious impact
on services to and from Cramlington, Morpeth and the rest of Northumberland. The formal SENRUG
response provides a station-by-station analysis and the serious impact the changes will have on
Northumberland Rail services.

4. MY CONCLUSION
My conclusion is that the proposals for the May 2022 timetable changes, the removal of LNER daytime
services at Morpeth, the removal of the TransPennine service at Morpeth and other changes to the
Northumberland services are all totally unacceptable and that these changes must be withdrawn.
I confirm that I fully endorse the SENRUG proposals1 and recommend that the rail authorities adopt the
recommendations given by SENRUG in their formal submission.
Your formal acknowledgement of this submission will be appreciated.
Yours faithfully,

Ronald Hunt CEng FIMechE FIPowerE
Director

1 https://www.senrug.co.uk/blog/wp-content/uploads/2021/07/ECML-Draft-May-2022-Timetable-Final-Response.pdf
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Appendix 2
Department for Transport
Great Minster House
33 Horseferry Road
London
SW1P 4DR
Tel: 0300 330 3000
Web Site: www.gov.uk/dft

Alison Byard
Chair, Planning and Transport
Committee
Morpeth Town Council

Our Ref: 359241
5 August 2021

By email to:
tracey.bell@morpeth-tc.gov.uk

Dear Alison Byard
Thank you for your letter of 26 July 2021 to Chris Heaton-Harris MP, Minister
of State for Transport, enclosing a report from SENRUG regarding proposed
cuts to East Coast Main Line services to Morpeth that would take effect from
May 2022. Your correspondence has been passed to the Rail Passenger
Services team for reply.
The train operating companies launched their consultations on 11 June 2021
for the proposed train timetable for the East Coast Main Line, which is due to
start from May 2022.
We appreciate your concern about the proposals and how the future
timetable will affect your community. We recognise that the changes
proposed are significant, which is why we want to assure you that the train
operators involved will listen carefully to all of the feedback provided and take
that into account when considering next steps in the development of this
future timetable. It is important that the proposals are supported locally and
meet customer demand. All the feedback and correspondence we receive
from passengers is duly noted and informs our regular discussions with
LNER, Cross Country, Transpennine Express and all operators on the East
Coast Main Line to improve passenger services going forward.
For awareness, further connectivity on this route will be provided by a new
open access train operator operating five trains per day between London,
Newcastle, Morpeth and Edinburgh. This is planned to start in Autumn 2021.

We note that you have submitted a response to the consultation1. With the
consultation closing on 5 August, we will await LNER’s and other train
operators’ analysis of the consultation responses before reviewing advice on
potential changes to the proposed timetable.
Thank you again for contacting the Department for Transport. We hope this
reply addresses your concerns.
Yours sincerely
Correspondence Team, Rail Passenger Services Directorate

1

https://lner.citizenspace.com/

Appendix 3

From: Penny Bond <Penny.Bond@lner.co.uk>
Sent: 12 August 2021 12:51 PM
To: Tracey Bell <Tracey.Bell@morpeth-tc.gov.uk>
Cc: PublicAffairs <PublicAffairs@lner.co.uk>
Subject: LNER - May 2022 Timetable Consultation
Good afternoon Alison
Thank you for your letter received by David Horne and for your response to the LNER May 2022
timetable consultation.

Our proposed timetable from May 2022 builds on over a decade of planning and
investment including in our new Azuma fleet and Network Rail's modernisation of the
East Coast's tracks. It aims to improve rail journeys to support the economies and
communities along our route, particularly to add thousands more seats between London
and Newcastle, and improved journey times between London and Edinburgh, providing
a much better alternative to car and air, and therefore supporting decarbonisation.
The proposals have been developed by Network Rail with all train and freight operators
on the East Coast Main Line, and the Department for Transport. This has involved
balancing long-distance, high-speed, regional and commuter/local services alongside
the needs of the rail freight sector. Due to this approach and the need to manage the
remaining compacity constraints on the route, the timetable does involve a series of
trade-offs, and we welcome your views on these.
We would like to thank you for sharing your feedback and we understand the concerns you have
raised. We are reviewing all of the comments and feedback we receive as part of this consultation
and will publish a report in the autumn summarising what we have heard and what changes will be
made in response. In the interim, we will be discussing the feedback with Network Rail, the other
train operators and the Department for Transport, to agree next steps.
Kind regards
Penny

Penny Bond BEM (She/Her)
Customer Communications Manager
Kings Cross Station, Euston Road, London, N1C 4AP
t. +447889430740 m. +447889430740 e. Penny.Bond@lner.co.uk

@353LN ER244#

Appendix 4

From: Carolyn Watson <Carolyn.Watson@northernrailway.co.uk>
Sent: Wednesday, August 25, 2021 9:28:16 PM
To: Carolyn Watson <Carolyn.Watson@northernrailway.co.uk>
Cc: Pete Myers <Pete.Myers@northernrailway.co.uk>; Matt Croasdale
<Matt.Croasdale@northernrailway.co.uk>
Subject: ECML May 2022 Timetable Consultation
Dear stakeholder,
ECML May 2022 Timetable Consultation
I am writing to thank everyone who responded to the above consultation. We received a significant
number of responses from customers, communities and stakeholders across our network and thank
everyone for the time and effort taken to inform their contributions. We are now reviewing all the
feedback we received.
I also wanted to provide an update on the process, recognising that you will no doubt be receiving
similar approaches from the other operators involved. The East Coast Main Line’s (ECML) timetable
change will be the most significant upgrade to the train services on this route for a decade. To ensure
a new timetable can be introduced successfully and after careful consideration, the industry has
agreed it will not be introduced in May 2022. This is a result of a combination of issues that need to be
rectified before a significant timetable change can be introduced to operate reliably for customers. It is
vital that the views of passengers and stakeholders are reflected in the timetable and this decision will
allow the industry to conduct a full review of timetable readiness.
Northern, other ECML train operators and Network Rail are undertaking a thorough consideration of
the stakeholder and customer feedback received during the timetable consultations. This will inform
updated proposals for the East Coast Main Line’s significant timetable change, with the aim to
implement this in 2023.
The timetable that East Coast Main Line rail operators will run in May 2022 will be largely what is to
be run from December 2021. We have now received our December 2021 timetable offer back from
Network Rail and we will keep you updated as work develops on this.
If you have any questions please don’t hesitate to get in touch.

Kind Regards
Carolyn
Carolyn Watson
Director of Stakeholder and Community Engagement
07795 008692

Appendix C

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 30th August 2021
PLANNING REF
19/01008/FUL

21/03240/FUL

21/01614/FUL

21/03337/LBC

19/01471/DISCON

NAME & LOCATION
Requested to be brought
to committee by Cllr
Byard from planning list
w/c 9th August 2021.
Extension granted to 10th
September 2021.
Chan Commercial Ltd
Land To North Of Fairmoor
Centre, A192 District
Boundary To Northgate
Roundabout, Morpeth
Tinson
6 Merley Gate, Loansdean,
Morpeth, NE61 2EP
Mr and Mrs David
Nicholson
High End, 22 Thorp
Avenue, Morpeth, NE61
1JR
Mr and Mrs Stan and
Glynis Tindale
Kirkville, Cottingwood Lane,
Morpeth, NE61 1EB
Samuel Kenny
Land West Of Lancaster
Park, Pinewood Drive,
Lancaster Park, Morpeth

PROPOSAL
Construction of 59no. dwellings with
associated landscaping, access and
infrastructure works.

Conservatory to rear.

Construction of 5 residential apartments with
undercroft parking and associated landscaping
(amended plans received 02/09/21 - design
changes).
Listed Building Consent: Conversion of the loft
into extra living accommodation incorporating
the insertion of roof lights and alterations to the
internal layout on the first floor.
Discharge of Conditions 4 (boundary
treatment), 6 (car parking area), 8 (pedestrian
and cyclist links), 12 (street maintenance), 13
(engineering details), 14 (cycle parking),15
(surface water drainage), 16 (framework travel
plan), 18 (construction method statement), 19
(refuse storage), 23 (mitigation measures), 25

MTC RESPONSE

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

PLANNING REF

NAME & LOCATION

PROPOSAL
(tree protection), 27 (landscaping), 31 (flood
risk assessment) and 37 (acoustic design
scheme) in relation to 16/00078/OUT

MTC RESPONSE

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix D

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 12th July 2021
PLANNING REF
21/02527/FUL

21/02531/FUL

21/02172/FUL

PROPOSAL

Edward Jankowski
The Old Farmhouse Track
From High House Road To
West High House Farm,
Morpeth, NE61 2YT
Mr Bryan Winn
15 Postern Crescent,
Highchurch, Morpeth, NE61
2JN
Mr Michael Stanners
Stanners Equipment,
Coopies Way, Morpeth,
NE61 6JN

Installation of summerhouse on moveable drybase system.

Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

Front and rear single storey extensions.

Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

Application Granted

Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

Application Granted

21/02588/FUL

Mrs. Elizabeth Waterfield
3 Northlands Road,
Morpeth, NE61 1JJ

Proposed canopy extension (Warehouse).
Proposed hardstanding alterations on
associated land with vacuum, jet wash facilities
and new silt trap with drainage works to
facilitate existing car washing area.
Removal of existing & construction of
proposed part front (West) facing elevation
extension, with existing internal alterations.

21/02765/MISC

Cornerstone & Telefónica
UK Ltd
O2 Communications Mast,
Morpeth

3 antenna to be removed, 3 antenna to be
installed, ancillary antenna support apparatus
and 3 existing equipment cabinets to be
refreshed for proposed upgrade.

MTC RESPONSE

MIN
NO

NAME & LOCATION

NCC DECISION

Appendix E

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 19th July 2021
PLANNING REF
21/02412/FUL

21/00182/FUL

21/02620/FUL

NAME & LOCATION

PROPOSAL

Mr James Miller
Co Op Building, Front
Street, Pegswood,
Morpeth, NE61 6UF
Mr & Mrs Kemp
1 Warreners Cottages,
Morpeth, NE61 3BX

Change of use of building to premises for sign
writing company including enlargement of the
existing goods entrance to rear.

Mr And Mrs Geoff and
Louise Lowes
Greengates, Side Lane,
Hepscott, NE61 6LT

Construction of a two storey side extension
with loft conversion and single storey side
extension.

Erection of a two-storey side extension with
dormer windows to rear.

MTC RESPONSE
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix F

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 26th July 2021
PLANNING REF

NAME & LOCATION

21/02806/VARYCO

Mr Peter Norvell
8 The Chip, Loansdean,
Morpeth, NE61 2DR

21/01314/FUL

Mrs Rozanna HeadRapson
Tranwell House And
Tranwell Cottage, Tranwell,
Morpeth, NE61 6AF
Mr Edward Rozgowski
3 Leland Place, Kirkhill,
Morpeth, NE61 2AN

21/02826/FUL

21/02823/FUL

Mrs Simone Stuart-Cole
Pinecroft, Fieldhouse Lane,
Hepscott, Morpeth, NE61
6LT

PROPOSAL

MTC RESPONSE

Variation of condition 2 (approved plans)
pursuant to planning permission 20/00637/FUL
to add windows to side elevation and lantern to
flat roof.
Construction of new driveway access for
Tranwell Cottage with associated dropped kerb
to highway and amendment to existing
driveway.

Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

Extension to create a single storey front
entrance porch.

Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

Proposed rear single storey extension and side
two storey extension and alterations.

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix G

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 2nd August 2021
PLANNING REF

NAME & LOCATION

21/02847/FUL

More
79 Townsend Crescent,
Kirkhill, Morpeth, NE61 2XT

21/02133/FUL

Mr & Mrs Allan
1 Alder Close, Allery
Banks, Morpeth, NE61 1XH
Garry Featherstone
Land North Of Fernleigh,
Cottingwood Lane, Morpeth

21/02931/REM

PROPOSAL
Conversion of existing garage to
habitable space and extended inline
with principle elevation. New tiled
pitched roof over. New fenestration
and insulated render system to
replace existing cladding / over
existing brickwork. Additional off
street accessible parking space
adjacent to existing with permeable
paving and drop kerb off site to
Highways adoptable standards.
Proposed demolition of existing rear
conservatory and replacement with
new single storey extension.
Reserved matters application for
access, appearance, landscaping,
layout and scale for a single dormer
bungalow to include parking and
garden areas pursuant to planning
permission 17/01329/OUT (As
Amended).

MTC RESPONSE

MIN
NO

NCC
DECISION

Morpeth Town Council has no
comment to this application

Morpeth Town Council has no
comment to this application
Morpeth Town Council neither
object nor support this application.
However, would request conditions
to ensure that the non-designated
heritage asset of the medieval
burgage plot all to the north and
east of the site be preserved. Also,
that the details of the siting and
appearance of the replacement
historic folly, within the rear
curtilage of the property, should be
secured by condition. These
requests are in respect of policies
SUS1, DES1 and HER1 of the
Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan,
which require that new

Application
Granted

PLANNING REF

21/02947/FUL

NAME & LOCATION

Mr Adrian Walker
Hymount, 9 The Dell,
Morpeth, NE61 3JY

PROPOSAL

Demolition of existing rear
conservatory & side platform,
addition of new rear extension.

MTC RESPONSE
developments respect the character
and appearance of the area, and
subject to viability, should make a
positive contribution to their
surroundings and respect and
enhance, conserve and preserve
the historic environment.
Morpeth Town Council has no
comment to this application

MIN
NO

NCC
DECISION

Appendix H

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 9th August 2021
PLANNING REF

NAME & LOCATION

PROPOSAL

MTC RESPONSE

21/02809/LBC

Mr Rob McIntosh
Morpeth Railway Station,
Coopies Lane, Morpeth,
NE61 2SL

Listed building consent to replace 6no modern
canopy column supports with new cast iron
replica columns to match existing historic
columns.

21/03014/PRUTPO

Mr Michael Armer
Access Next To 33 Ghyll
Edge, Lancaster Park,
Morpeth, NE61 3QZ
Club Manager
Morpeth Golf Club House,
Great North Road,
Morpeth, NE61 2BT
Mitford Estate LLP
East Coldside, Morpeth,
NE61 3QD

Tree Preservation Order Application: T1 - Oak,
tree growing over boundary. Target prune
lateral limbs over property of number 33 by
approx 1m. Remove dead wood in crown.
Construction of first floor balcony to provide
external hospitality area as addition to existing
facilities at clubhouse.

21/03059/FUL

Mr A Bartle
The Red House, Fairmoor,
Morpeth, NE61 3JL

Erection of Garage.

21/02976/LBC

Mr E Janowski
The Old Farmhouse,
Morpeth, NE61 2YT

Listed building consent for replacement of
existing single glazed timber sash windows
with slimline double glazed timber sash
windows.

Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

21/02980/FUL

Mr M Butterworth

Demolition of existing rear extension and
construction of a rear extension.

Morpeth Town
Council has no

21/02211/FUL

21/03083/FUL

Change of use of traditional steading to form 4
new dwelling houses, extension to the existing
farmhouse and package treatment plant.

Morpeth Town
Council support this
application which is
part of the
sympathetic
restoration of the
railway station.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council support this
application.

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

PLANNING REF

21/03119/FUL

NAME & LOCATION
9 Thorp Avenue, Morpeth,
NE61 1JT
Mr J Lockwood
8 Olympia Gardens,
Morpeth, NE61 1JQ

PROPOSAL

Single storey rear extension with roof lantern,
remove existing single storey rear porch.

MTC RESPONSE
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix I

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 16th August 2021
PLANNING REF

NAME & LOCATION

PROPOSAL

Mr Paul Davinson
24 Churchburn Drive,
Loansdean, Morpeth, NE61
2BZ
Mr N Taylor
Land At South West Of
Gubeon Farm, Morpeth

Replacement of existing balcony and
conservatory at rear with new balcony and sun
room.

21/03024/AGTRES

Mr N Taylor
Building West Of Gubeon
Farm, Morpeth

Prior notification for change of use from
agricultural shed to dwelling house.

21/02976/LBC

Edward Jankowski
The Old Farmhouse,
Morpeth, NE61 2YT

Listed Building Consent for replacement of
existing single glazed timber sash windows
with slimline double glazed timber sash
windows.

21/03121/FUL

21/03022/AGTRES

Prior Notification: Change of use from
agricultural barn to dwelling house.

MTC RESPONSE
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix J

PLANNING APPLICATIONS W/C 23rd August 2021
PLANNING REF
21/03167/FUL

NAME & LOCATION
Mr Stephen Swan
1 Cottingvale, Morpeth,
NE61 1DW

PROPOSAL
Utility, Store, Bedroom, Studio and Playroom
Extension.

MTC RESPONSE
Morpeth Town
Council has no
comment to this
application.

MIN
NO

NCC DECISION

Appendix K

Morpeth North Residents
Action Group
Please reply to:
C
Chairman/Mayor
Morpeth Town Council
Morpeth

MNRAG
c/o Mrs C Smith
12 Curlew Hill
Morpeth
NE61 3SH

28th July 2021

Dear Mr Bawn,
Planning application 16/00078/OUT
Morpeth North Residents Action Group, (MNRAG), has opposed the development on land west of Lancaster
Park for many years. The development should not have gained outline planning consent. This has been
confirmed by NCC’s Executive Director of Planning and Regeneration and Director of Planning.
The outcome of a recent investigation, which was limited in remit and not independent, revealed that:
•
•
•
•
•

Since 2014 senior members of NCC staff, including the CEOs, have not adhered to the Nolan
Principles, Codes of Conduct, Planning Law and protocols.
The former CEO and senior planning staff had numerous meetings with the owners of the land and
their agents, however there was no agenda for the meetings and no notes or minutes were taken.
There was collusion between planning staff and the developer’s agents.
Documents submitted by the developer’s agent were not scrutinised as required by NCC’s and
national planning protocols and law.
The then CEO ignored all complaints made by MNRAG, Morpeth Town Council and individuals. By
failing to take the complaints seriously the CEO facilitated the planning officers in their
determination to gain planning consent for an inappropriate and unsustainable development.

NB: The above are only a few of the outcomes of this investigation. The Executive Summary* from the
investigation’s findings was sent by MNRAG to all Morpeth Town Councillors.
MNRAG has made numerous representations to NCC officers, including the present CEO and Councillors
but communications have been largely ignored. Any responses which have been received have not been
helpful. Both Mrs Lally and the previous and present Leaders of the Council continue to avoid responding to
MNRAG’s requests to instigate a full and independent investigation into the circumstance leading up to the
granting of outline consent for the development. By doing so they are failing to carry out the
responsibilities of their office and are hiding wrongdoing at many levels.
There is a myriad of legitimate reasons for planning officers to recommend the refusal of the current REM
and DISCON applications submitted by the developers. MNRAG hope that NCC and the members of the
Strategic Planning Committee take the opportunity to refuse these applications. However, should consent
for all or any of the associated applications be approved, MNRAG requests that Morpeth Town Council
initiate a Judicial Review.

The case law below indicates that the outline consent for the 16/00078/OUT application was
unsafe/unlawful.
R (Holborn Studios) v London Borough of Hackney
1. The Local Government Act 1972 requires the background papers to be listed in the planning committee
reports and those papers should be provided for inspection by planning committee members. In this
case the planning permission was quashed on the grounds that this requirement was not adhered to.
•

This ruling has particular relevance for the 16/00078/OUT application as the committee report
did not list the viability appraisal in the background papers although it was highlighted to
committee members as ‘a significant material planning consideration’. In addition, it was not
provided for committee members’ inspection. This was needed to enable them to make a fully
informed decision.

2. A viability assessment cannot be deemed ‘exempt information’ under the LGA 1972 provisions. The
judgement considered that the NPPF and PPG ‘weighed in favour of the public interest in disclosing the
information, particularly as it was anticipated by policy that, save in exceptional circumstances, viability
assessments should be made publicly available’.
3. The judgement ‘establishes the public’s right of access to viability assessments in planning decisions…’.
4. Viability appraisals should identify a benchmark land value, which is derived from the existing use value
and the landowner’s premium. These values should be set out in a way which ‘enables clear
interpretation and interrogation of those figures’.
•

The content of the 16/00078/OUT viability appraisal does not contain any information about
land value. The figures it contains are not substantiated by any supporting evidence and ‘clear
interpretation and interrogation’ of them is not possible.
(NB: The viability appraisal has recently been disclosed and has been posted on the public
access website under 15 July 2016)

•

Neither the viability appraisal nor the developer’s Economic Benefits Assessment received
independent scrutiny*.

R (Joicey) v Northumberland County Council (2014)
1. The views of Cranston J were endorsed by Justice Dove in the two cases of R (Holborn Studios) v London
Borough of Hackney. He stated, ‘the purpose of having a legal obligation to confer a right to know in
relation to material underpinning a decision-making process, is to enable members of the public to
make well-informed observations on the substance of the decision’.
*Planning law and NCC’s protocols require that documents such as the viability appraisal and
the Economic Benefits Assessment are independently assessed for their veracity. These two documents
were central to NCC’s Planners’ argument that they constituted ‘a significant material planning
consideration’ for approval of the development.
The Economic Benefits Assessment promised 286 jobs of which 149 were high grade research and
development positions. No evidence was submitted to show the source of these jobs.

The Viability Appraisal document purported to prove that the development was not viable without an
element of housing, yet it consists of two sets of figures only. There is no explanation, rationale, or
justification of the case being made for the need for an element of housing.
In addition to the above:
•

The development site is land which is designated as green belt/safeguarded land.

•

There is only one ingress/egress to the site which includes the housing development. It will be
difficult to find another housing development in the UK where residents are required to drive
through a TRSA and commercial development in order to access or leave their properties.

•

The route envisaged for Fire and Rescue emergencies is from Mitford Road, just east of the village.
Mitford road is a difficult winding road and the route planned from the road to the development
includes a steep hill and three right angle bends. This will add 10 minutes or more for rescue
vehicles to reach the development in an emergency.

•

NCC denied the contents of the Morpeth Neighbourhood Plan. It was the only legal document
associated with the Core Plan when the development was granted outline consent.

•

No plan or prospectus for the “Innovation Centre” has ever been seen. Current agents for the
proposed business units involved are marketing them to any local businesses interested in
switching from their current premises. No new employment opportunities will be generated by
this development.

•

The TRSA, takeaways and proposed minimal service accommodation will not increase the markets
they serve. They will displace similar existing local businesses with little gain in employment. The
existing nearby garage and shop will also be vulnerable. It is difficult to anticipate any significant
economic gain if the development is given approval.

•

The TRSA REM application is very different in terms of content, scale, means of access, appearance,
landscaping and layout to the outline consent.

•

The housing REM application crams 150 dwellings onto an unsuitable site which requires 2.5m and
3m acoustic barriers in an attempt to mitigate excessive noise levels. 60 properties require
mechanical ventilation to ensure regular changes of air as windows cannot be opened, again
because of excessive noise levels. The developer’s noise consultant’s report admits that there are
numerous houses where the noise levels exceed the WHO max levels at all times, even with all
windows closed.

Following the adoption of the MNP there appears to have been a determined effort on the part of the
developer’s agents and NCC to undermine it. See below:
8 June 2016 - *Letter from Agent to Case Officer. Sets out amended application to include Innovation
Centre. There is no reference for a need to cross-subsidise elements of the proposed
development. A Viability Appraisal was not required at the time.
13 June 2016 - The first reference to a *Viability Appraisal appears in an *email from the Senior Planning
Manager to the Agent a month after the MNP was made, and 5 days after the above letter.
The email requested a Viability Appraisal from the developer’s agent. The contents of the
SPM’s email are illuminating and damning. The SPM informed the Agent what the focus of the
VA should be.

It was not the remit of the SPM to prompt the Agent about the contents of the VA. The fact that the SPM
requested a VA from the agent indicates that discussions between the two parties took place to formulate
a strategy to reduce the impact of the MNP on the proposed development.
13 June 2016 - Mitford Estate amended their application. They
•
•
•
•
•

Reduced the number of houses from 195 to 150.
Added 2,100sqm of ‘additional B1 employment use (in the form of an Innovation
Centre)’ to the original proposals for 400sqm of B1 employment space.
Promised 352 jobs (286 fte)
Submitted an Economic Benefits Assessment identifying R&D employment in the
Innovation Centre.
Submitted a new Masterplan.

On 15 July 2016 the Agent sent an *email to the SPM containing a letter ‘setting out the viability headlines’
which purported to be a Viability Appraisal. The Viability Appraisal
•
•
•
•
•

Was required to be submitted pre-application or at the initial application stage.
Was not submitted for independent assessment by a qualified person, such as a District
Valuer. This is a requirement of NCC’s planning protocols.
Was assessed only by the Senior Planning Manager who appears to be unqualified to
carry out such assessments. In any case, he was not an objective assessor as he was too
closely involved in the application process.
Did not contain any benchmark land value as required by the NPPF/case law.
Was not admissible as a Viability Appraisal as it contained no evidence showing how
figures were derived to support the claim it was making.

The Economic Benefit Assessment submitted with the amendments to the development application
promised 286 jobs of which 149 were high grade research and development positions. No evidence was
submitted to show the source of these jobs. This document was not submitted for independent assessment
as required.
MNRAG would be pleased if Morpeth Town Council supports their endeavours by:
1. Posting comments on all current REM and DISCON applications associated with application
16/00078/OUT. The REM applications have been subject to many amendments in the recent past so
further comments are required.
2. Agreeing to instigate a Judicial Review if NCC decides to approve a development with day and night-time
noise levels which exceed those recommended by the World Health Organisation. Even with mitigation
methods, residents of the housing will endure excess noise levels day and night despite having all doors
and windows closed.
(NB: Significantly, NCC’s Public Protection Team objected to this development on the grounds that ‘it
was not sufficiently protective of the end-user’. These comments appear in postings on the REM
websites. It is clear from the Committee report showing consultee comments that NCC planners did
not wish to acknowledge the Public Protection Team’s view. Subsequent to the outline consent being
approved two additional Conditions (36 and 37) were attached to the consent covering acoustic
barriers. Again, Public Protection state they were not involved in these decisions.)

3. Insisting that Northumberland County Council takes its responsibility seriously by:
•
•

instigating a full and independent investigation into the events leading up to the approval of
the 16/00078/OUT planning application
replying to the multitude of communications which are outstanding.

MNRAG would be grateful if Morpeth Town Council could support them by opposing this unwanted and
unnecessary development which will be
•
•
•

damaging to the environment and protected species
damaging to the mental and physical health of the residents of the proposed housing
render residents of the proposed housing and residents of adjacent Lancaster Park estate
vulnerable to criminal activity by any motorist using the TRSA via the proposed connecting cycle
tracks and footpaths.

*Evidence from the Executive Summary of the 2020 investigation, already supplied to MTC Councillors.
MNRAG would be grateful for an early response to this letter.
Yours sincerely,

Mrs K smith on behalf of MNRAG

cc: All Morpeth Town Councillors

Morpeth North Residents
Action Group
Please reply to:
C
Chairman/Mayor
Morpeth Town Council
Morpeth

MNRAG
c/o Mrs C Smith
12 Curlew Hill
Morpeth
NE61 3SH

28th July 2021

Dear Members
Planning application 16/00078/OUT
Briefing for Planning Meeting
The proposals submitted in 18/03394/REM, 19/01362/REM and 18/03339/DISCON differ
substantially from the outline planning consent.
The site arrangement is completely different from that agreed in the original application.

The Innovation Centre, which swayed the decision in November 2016 and was to provide
149 high grade research and development jobs has been removed. It is replaced by 7
individual industrial units, which will at best provide 40 jobs unlikely to be in research and
development. These business units occupy a footprint 50% less than the outline planning
consent for the innovation centre!
The hotel location has been changed and reduced in size by one third, clearly reducing
employment opportunities. The restaurant/pub has disappeared completely, further
reducing employment opportunities. This will not lead to increased tourism, nor will it
encourage visitors to stay in the area to benefit businesses and tourism.
The single fuel station has been removed. It has been replaced by 2 fuel outlets, 1 for
HGVs and 1 for all other vehicles. This will require two volatile liquid and liquified gas
storage facilities rather than one.
Three buildings, an amenity building including retail (circa 650m²), hot food (circa 400m²)
and supporting facilities (circa 400m²), have been removed. To be replaced by a single
huge Amenity Centre which is to house many outlets in addition to those approved in the
outline consent. The outlets proposed include a number of ‘fast food take away’
businesses which will create more litter than ‘sit in and eat’ facilities initially approved. The
building will loom large, and be intrusive, in the countryside setting. The associated car
parking has increased by 30%.
The extent of the high acoustic barriers to be installed was not included in the Outline
Planning Permission and were the subject of Conditions 36 & 37 which were added after
the SPC meeting which approved the development. These conditions were never

approved at a subsequent SPC meeting and added without the involvement of the Public
Protection Officer.
Some of the proposed houses have double acoustic barriers, 2.5 and 3.0m high around
the boundary of their gardens. Despite extensive use of barriers there will still be some
houses in which the noise levels exceed WHO maximum values without any windows
open.
Of the 150 houses proposed, it appears that 60 will require mechanical ventilation to ensure that
residents receive regular air changes as they will not be able to open windows or doors because of
the excessive noise. Despite the proposed mitigation measures, the noise levels exceed WHO
maximum recommended day and night-time limits by a considerable margin. The housing
development is not sustainable.
Outside noise levels residents will experience in their gardens cannot be mitigated and will
always be above the WHO recommended levels 24hr/day. It will be unsafe for children to play out
of doors. If families want to avoid damaging noise they will be confined inside their homes. This is
a serious loss of amenity. NCC planners do not appear to be taking this into consideration.
The additional noise generated by within the TRSA site with its 24hr operation, fast food outlets
and constant traffic movement has not been taken into account by the noise consultant.
There is only one ingress/egress to the development. Where else in the UK have residents to pass
through a commercial site to access or leave their homes?

There is no Countryside Park, again a fundamental reason why the SPC previously gave consent.
Indeed, it was deemed so important that it was included in the Section 106 agreement;
Most worrying is the proposal for the emergency access deemed essential on safety grounds
because of the close proximity of fuel to the residential development. There are no details for the
design and alignment and yet Condition 10 of the outline planning consent states;
No part of the development shall be occupied until the proposed Emergency Access route from the
B6343 has been constructed in accordance with details previously submitted to and approved in
writing by the Local Authority.

This emergency access road can only be accessed via St Leonard's Lane or the B6343,
the route will add vital minutes to any journey in an emergency situation as the roads are
difficult for large vehicles to negotiate.
The Environmental Impact has not been fully considered. The bat survey dated Jan 2016 states
that if the development does not start within 12 months of that date an updated survey will be
required. Five years on and the updated survey has been completely ignored by NCC planning
despite being recommended by NCC’s ecologist.

The Phasing Plan for the timing and delivery of the development is no more than a wish
list, with speculative start dates and no completion dates. The Phasing Plan should
provide details of which element are to be completed in a coherent sequence. Given the
importance placed on the hotel provision and Innovation Centre to provide jobs, these
elements must be completed first.
The Housing element has now changed significantly with the buffer zones to the adjacent
property and Scots Ghyll reduced from 30m to 15m in places, which is quite unacceptable.

Appendix L

Your ref:
Our ref: LTP 2022-23
Enquiries to: Highways Programme
Email: HighwaysProgramme@northumberland.gov.uk
Tel direct: 0345 600 6400
Date:
Dear Councillor,
Local Transport Plan Programme 2022-23
We are starting our Local Transport Plan (LTP) Programme for 2022/23 and as part of this process we would like
to know what your top three highways and transport priority issues are for your area, so that they can be
considered for inclusion in the LTP Programme for 2022/23. This consultation is part of the annual review of LTP
Priorities.
To assist you in identifying priorities for your area we have enclosed a record of the highways and transport
related requests relevant to your area that are currently contained on the Directory of Requests database. The
Directory of Requests records all highways and transport related requests that we receive from Members,
Parish/Town Councils, other organisations and the public over the past year. Please note that these are simply a
record of requests received and not proposals. Please also note that inclusion on the list does not imply that a
scheme will be implemented. It is for you to determine which should be priorities for us to consider for inclusion in
the next programme. If you have any priorities that were submitted in previous years that have not yet been
included in programmes and which remain as your priorities, then you should re-submit them for consideration. If
they are not re-submitted then they will not be considered in this year’s process. Equally if you feel that something
should be considered which has never been requested, or been included on the Directory of Requests database,
this can also be included as one of your priorities.
If you submitted priorities for consideration last year, feedback on these is enclosed with this letter. Also enclosed
is a set of guidance notes to assist you in deciding your priorities.
As I’m sure you will appreciate it isn’t possible for everyone’s priorities to make it into the final agreed programme,
but this is a transparent process and your priority issues will be scored against LTP criteria, and those with the
highest score overall will be considered for inclusion in the 2022-23 LTP Programme.
Please remember that your input is valuable. For information 24 out of 67 County Councillors submitted their
priorities for 2021/22, we are hoping for an increased number of submissions this year. Should you have any
queries when it comes to submitting future priorities, officers will be happy to provide advice as necessary to
make the process more straight forward for those who may require assistance.
You are asked to submit your priorities by email to highwaysprogramme@northumberland.gov.uk before Friday
8th October 2021.
Yours sincerely,

Neil Snowdon
Principal Programme Officer

Highways Programme
T: 0345 600 6400 E: HighwaysProgramme@northumberland.gov.uk
www.northumberland.gov.uk

NCC PC Notes for guidance – Technical Services June 2021

Northumberland Local Transport Plan (LTP) Programme
Parish Council notes for Guidance
Criteria for LTP Schemes
Integrated Transport
The LTP programme has been developed following a comprehensive
review of the needs for the maintenance of the highway asset,
identified road safety issues and potential improvement of the highway
and transport network.
In addition, requests for improvements and maintenance received from
the local community over time are recorded in the Directory of Requests
database and considered for inclusion in the programme on an annual
basis. County Council Members and Town and Parish Councils are
provided with details of the requests that have been made within their
own areas throughout the year and they are asked to identify key
priorities for consideration in the programme for completeness.
The requests are scored by officers in Technical Services and the draft
priorities are presented to Council Members in the autumn for their
comment before the final draft programme is presented to the Local
Area Councils for final comment early in the calendar year, prior to the
final approval in March. The process is transparent, however, as the
demand for schemes significantly outweighs the funding available it is
impossible to approve all of the requests that we receive in the annual
programme.
•

Requests are assessed against the following criteria:
Contribution to National Transport Goals:
a) Support Economic Growth
b) Reduce Carbon Emissions
c) Promote Equality of Opportunity
d) Contribute to Better Safety, Security and Health
e) Improve Quality of Life and a Healthy Natural Environment
Other Criteria:
f) Part of a package of measures
g) Community Priority
h) Attracts External Funding or Synergy with other projects
Scoring
2 = contributes to the criteria
1 = makes some contribution
0 = no contribution

•

Safety Schemes are assessed according to the number and severity of
personal injury accidents.

NCC PC Notes for guidance – Technical Services June 2021

•

Issues concerning traffic regulation (e.g. parking restrictions) are also
considered as part of this annual review, rather than on an ad hoc basis
throughout the year. This enables county wide priorities to be established.

•

When submitting priorities, please give as much information as possible,
including the location and the reason for the priority, i.e. what is the issue
that needs to be addressed? (e.g. pedestrian safety, speeding traffic). In
each case it is the “issue” that is scored, not any proposed solution.

Roads, Bridges & Public Rights of Way Maintenance
•

•

The road, footway and bridge maintenance programme is developed
largely from condition surveys. Foot/cycleway maintenance is prioritised
where a lot of reactive maintenance work has been carried out and/or
complaints from the public have been received.
Public rights of way schemes are identified by the Countryside Access
Team following consultation with path users. Works focus on meeting the
Council's statutory duty by repairing flood damage or river erosion and
improving the surface and drainage of damaged and well used paths in
popular walking/riding areas.

Note
•

The LTP programme is capital funding. It cannot be used for revenue
funded schemes, such as public transport services or pothole repairs.
Requests for new or improved bus or rail services will therefore be
forwarded to the Public Transport Team who liaise with operators, (public
transport infrastructure, e.g. raised kerbs at bus stops, is eligible for LTP
funding). Routine maintenance requests such as pothole filling or ditch
clearance will be forwarded to the relevant Highway Inspector.

Local Transport Plan Priorities 2022-23 for Consideration
County Councillor Suggestion:
•
•
•

Continuing the footpath renewal on Lancaster Park
Resurface the bad roads on High Stanners
Footpath on Fulbeck Lane

Town Councillor Suggestion:
•
•
•
•

An improved lights/zebra crossing of the A197 between the roundabout to County Hall and Coop Collingwood Manor – ZA245DR9 & JSQ7C2H0
Moving the 30mph limit 100m up the road to Whalton Rd B6524 to improve the safety of the
Golf Course Pedestrians crossing XT65H1E4 & HZR3L6X1
Move the 30 mph limit 100m south on the A197 from the Co-op Roundabout out to Catchburn
Give way road marking to control traffic at the junction of Kylins & Loansdean Wood (there are
currently no markings)

Appendix M

