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Ponteland Neighbourhood Plan Steering Group (PNPSG) Meeting 

 
Meeting on:  Thursday, 4 December 2014 at 19.00, Town Council Office 
 
Present: 
Alma Dunigan (AD)  Chair 
W Moses   Vice-Chair 
R Ramsay (RR)                  Town Councillor 
C Winks (CW)  Greenbelt Group 
Veronica Jones  County Councillor 
Peter Jackson (PJ)  County Councillor 
Carl Rawlings (CR)            Town Councillor 
Peter Cowey (PC)              Town councillor 
Joanne Garrick (JG) Northumberland County Council 
Joan Sanderson (JS) Northumberland County Council 
Sandra Wall   Minutes 
 
 
1)  Apologies:  C Brummitt  
 
2)  Declaration of Interest:  None 
 
3)  Minutes of Previous Meeting held on 18 November 2014 reviewed 

and signed as an accurate record. 
 
4)  Matters Arising:  
 
Outstanding Actions from Last Meeting – 
 

 AD has sent Highways Survey  organised by David Hobson 
(previous member of PNPSG, prepared for the Greenbelt Group) to 
Peter Cowey 

 

 Minutes of previous meetings between JP/WM and stakeholders not 
readily available, however dates of these meetings to be provided 
for the record.  WM said it is important for dates of certain other 
meetings to be recorded (e.g. Lugano, Prestwick Hall).  Meetings 
with Barrett, Bellway and Hellens still to be arranged. 

 

 “AD to contact Planning Consultant re policies” – on hold for 
moment.  RR raised issue of grant money which needs to be spent 
by 31/12/14.  AD to investigate.  

 

 Letter of Appointment for Consultant – also on hold.  RR advised 
has to be sent by Kath Mavin of Ponteland Town Council.  Discuss 
at next meeting. 

 

 AD advised the Executive Summary is now in two places on the 
website. 

 

Action 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
WM/JP 
 
 
 
AD 
 
 
AD 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Page 2 of 5 
 

Updated on 10.12.2014 

 

 Joanne Garrick to check position of NCC Highways Survey – 
possibly one Saturday left? 

 

 Executive Summary – AD to check if rewording has been actioned 
i.e. “healthcare over capacity” to “healthcare overcapacity”. 

 

 Housing Completions – CR advised the Town Council has no 
mechanism to count completions and minimum resources prevent 
them taking on such a big task.  CR has figures for applications and 
approvals, not completions.  JG advised NCC has these figures. 

5)  Methodology Presentation from NCC: 

AD explained the thinking behind the decision of this group, made at the 
last meeting, not to support the Core Strategy.  A letter has been sent to 
NCC to this effect.  The letter also expresses a desire for this group to 
continue to work with NCC to reach a compromise/agreement that 
residents would support in a referendum.  AD explained that this group 
needs to understand how NCC calculated the housing numbers, as the 
group has a responsibility to inform residents through the Neighbourhood 
Plan. 

JG advised NCC is required by National Planning Policy to identify 
objectively assessed housing need, looking at the aspirations of the 
County Council, taking into account population growth, economic growth 
etc.  The starting point was using the most up-to-date household & 
population projections.  They used the mid-point between the last full 
figures available for 2008 which were boom/growth based and the limited 
figures available for 2011 household projections which were recession 
based.  Once the new household projections are available, they will make 
assessments based on those. 

JG explained at length the background to the work involved and how the 
final numbers were reached.   

JS provided information on completions and permissions: 

Completions of new build since 01.04.11 up to 31.10.14 – 90.  This 
includes 16 completions between 01.04.14 – 31.10.14. 
 
Outstanding planning permissions @ 31.10.14 – 199 units.  This figure 
does not take into account the police headquarters i.e. 263 units to give a 
total number of 462, subject to S106 – all of which would come off the 
housing number of 640.  (N.B. Of the 199 permissions, not all may be 
built).   JS explained how NCC assess completions – if the property has its 
own front door/letter box, it is classed as a house or a flat. 
 
The Strategic Housing Land Availability has to be updated and ready for 
the start of the planning inspector. 
 
WM questioned use of windfall sites against allocations and how NCC 

JG 
 
 
AD 
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factor that into the remaining 15 years.  JG explained, and advised this 
information is available in the Methodology Statement. 
 
WM said the Meadowfield site could deliver 250/300 houses as windfall 
sites – NCC should have allowance in planning for these sites?  PJ thinks 
this could be delivered in 15 years and suggested it is put forward for a 
SHLAA site. 
 
Discussions took place around the high level of use of the green belt which 
the PNPSG objects to, on behalf of the residents.  JG tabled a plan to 
assist her response and explained what the plan is trying to show and that 
it is still a work in progress.   
 
JS advised the methodology used by NCC is 30 houses per hectare.  PJ 
said that taking into account the type of housing required by the community 
i.e. high density, smaller units, this would allow more like 50 houses per 
hectare – large housing units are not required. 
 
Safeguarded land discussed.  JG advised the National Planning Policy 
states that green belt boundaries be used to safeguard land beyond the 
planned period.  WM suggested wording be changed to read – 
safeguarding to protect from building on green belt unnecessarily.  
 
CR questioned use of green belt at all, given the small number of houses 
to be built over next 15 years.  CR said that as local representatives, the 
group is constantly being asked by residents why use green belt when it is 
not required and that NCC need to be prepare for this at inspection. 
 
CW has visited Jamiesons Fields site – why not increase the size of the 
site or Police Headquarters?  JG said this would have a knock on affect on 
traffic. 
 
The tabled plan was discussed at length in relation to sites marked for use 
for education, small businesses etc.  JG agreed that the plan and key isn’t 
clear enough and that NCC are not suggesting the “pink” are is only for 
business & housing development, as it suggests. 
 
RR asked that, once agreement has been reached on housing numbers, if 
the PNPG can decide/influence where the new houses will be built if the 
Neighbourhood Plan passes a referendum.  JG said that NCC has to 
identify land to come out of the green belt if the need arises. 
 
PJ questioned aspirations of NCC to build new school and its expected 
source of funding i.e. land sale.  AD advised the Darras hall primary school 
is covered by a covenant in the Trust Deed.  JG recognises there are 
issues in moving primary schools. 
 
RR said the Town Council is going to apply for planning permission for the 
extension of the cemetery as permitted development, not part of the green 
belt. 
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JG advised that employment land needs are not identified in this plan as 
they are being looked at by their Consultants.  NCC need to look at 
demand across the whole area and not just isolated sites, whilst assessing 
deliverability. JG asked if businesses had been approached regarding their 
willingness to move.  WM advised attempts have been made. 
 
AD feels it is very important that this group has better dialogue/reaction 
with ARCH and had therefore written to them, resulting in a limited, non-
committal response.  JG has also tried to get discussions going with them. 
 
AD/WM had previously discussed the need to make clear to the 
community that the PNPG does not agree with NCC draft plan, but show 
that there is an opportunity to influence future plans.  WM suggested 
producing draft plans whilst asking the likes of the following: 
 

 If given the opportunity, out of these housing developments which 
would you prefer? 

 

 “I accept both might happen” 

 “I don’t agree with any of them” 
 

 Preferred relief road? 
 

 Relocation of Meadowfield into a business park(s)? 
 
Agreed to discuss at next meeting. 
 
WM feels the alternative route for the relief road is not deliverable in that it 
won’t facilitate small sites or resistance from all affected landowners.  All 
the arguments at why the group looked at an alternative relief road have 
disappeared; however, the work has highlighted the need for a relief road, 
rather than a by-pass, which is more deliverable. 
 
CW asked for clarity on the Clickemin site.  JG advised the next version of 
the plan will show in detail the area to be used for education, size of car 
park etc.  CW expressed his concerns over future of this site in that 
developers could decide school is not affordable, therefore use for 
housing.  CW questioned why NCC is consulting on the same issues over 
and over again – CR agreed and said community will be weary of them. 
 
JS advised that the National Planning Policy Framework requires a 5 year 
rolling housing land supply; therefore it has to be looked at each year. 
 
AD thanked JG and JS for attending this meeting and felt it had been very 
worthwhile.   
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7)  Date of Next Meetings:  
 

 Tuesday, 16 December 2014. (Apologies given by RR/PJ/poss WM) 

 Tuesday, 6 January 2015 

 Thursday, 22 January 2015 

 Tuesday, 3 February 2015 

 Thursday, 19 February 2015 
 
Actions from Meeting 

 

Action Date By Action 

Dates of previous meetings between 
JP/WM to be provided 

Asap WM/JP 

Arrange meetings with Barratt, Bellway & 
Hellens 

Asap AD 

AD to look into source of funding for 
Consultant  

Asap AD 

Joanne Garrick to check position of NCC 
Highways Survey 

Asap JG 

Executive Summary – AD to check if 
rewording has been actioned i.e. 
“healthcare over capacity” to “healthcare 
overcapacity”. 

Asap AD 

Next Agenda Item – update on 
Consultant/letter of apt/funding 

16.12.2014 SW 

Next Agenda Item – relief road  16.12.2014 SW 

Next Agenda Item – How to further 
communicate with the Ponteland residents 

16.12.2014 SW 

 

  


