
General Comments on the Topic Papers 

Comment from neighbouring Parish-The Neighbourhood Plan for Ponteland has been well 

consulted. 

This document addresses the concerns of Ponteland residents for the future of the Town and Parish. 

Ponteland is a wonderful place to live. It can improve and become more sustainable if the 

objectives in the Neighbourhood Plan are accomplished. 

 

Objective1 

Steps must be taken to maintain the historic character of Ponteland in terms of space, density, 

design, materials and quality.  

Ponteland must retain the 'feel' of a village despite being its designation as a town. Ponteland must 

maintain a rural rather than a suburban setting.  

Important that any policy regarding listed buildings is flexible and allows for internal and external 

alterations provided they respect the design and character of buildings. 

 

 

Objective2 

Fully supportive of a policy to resist the loss of hedgerows/maintain green frontages and especially 

in Darras Hall where the rural character is disappearing. Landscape corridors and areas are critical to 

maintaining the rural character of Ponteland.  

I support the policy intention to protect the special character of Ponteland, and that any new 

development respects this character and enhances it.  I support the project proposal to encourage 

green frontages. 

 

Objective3 

Redevelopment in Darras Hall should be restricted to maintain existing density through Darras Hall 

bylaws. 

Front boundaries to properties are too defensive. 

The requirement for housing seems excessive. Maybe key worker accommodation should be 

considered to provide housing purely for people who work in the area, e.g. teachers, shop assistants, 

etc. 

Please note there is a very small area of the Police Headquarters is still within the Green Belt. 

Support for the policy intention to protect the special character of Ponteland, and that any new 

development respects this character and enhances it.  I support Objective 3.  New housing should be 

carefully planned to supply the type of housing which is needed while enhancing the character of 

Ponteland.  Affordable housing is needed for first time buyers to encourage a lot more working age 

people. 

 

Objective 4 & 5 

Street clutter excessive.    

Agree with your objective to create jobs. Support these objectives, redevelopment of Merton Way 

and further health centre provision are both much needed. There needs to be a Policy to restrict the 

number of certain types of business e.g. restaurants, on Main Street and Bell Villas. Prudhoe used to 

have a Policy to enforce for this purpose, and why not us? 



We need to create greater employment opportunities so that people live and work here rather than 
live here and work in Newcastle. This would create daytime activity in Ponteland supporting retail 
rather than evening activity which supports only the restaurants and bars. Ponteland needs a town 
centre which it's currently lacking – the redevelopment of Merton Way would have transformed the 
centre and enhance community cohesion. Ponteland should be a destination rather than a village 
which is merely driven though. Tourism and visitor development would help. 

Objective 6 & 7 

Traffic in the village is becoming impossible at times – also parking.  Eland Lane is used as an 

overflow car park, particularly at weekends. The village centre is congested with traffic with a lack of 

parking spaces causing retail to suffer.  

Agree.  I consider it essential that the nursery site at Callerton Lane be used for car parking – Page 3 
of Local Economy Section – floor risk zone 2/3 so not housing.  

Ponteland Medical Centre needs more local car parking.  Ponteland desperately requires more 
central public car parking.  The Callerton Lane Nursery site would be ideal. 

A revised traffic management scheme is needed, introducing new timings for traffic lights, one way 
systems and more public parking. 

Create recreation routes. 

1) Agreement to help ageing population. 

2) To help all sectors for health care. 

3) To improve leisure for everyone. 

We need to create greater employment opportunities so that people live and work here rather than 
live here and work in Newcastle. This would create daytime activity in Ponteland supporting retail 
rather than evening activity which supports only the Restaurants and bars. Ponteland needs a town 
centre which it's currently lacking – the redevelopment of Merton Way would have transformed the 
centre and enhanced community cohesion. Ponteland should be a destination rather than a village 
which is merely driven though. Tourism and visitor development would help enormously. Agree but 
car parking around schools needs careful and sensitive thought. 
 
I do not support a relief road as I believe it would have a negative impact on the economic well being 
of Ponteland. Public transport provision needs to be improved. 
 

There is never enough car parking adjacent to schools.  This matter should be seriously considered. 

To ensure schools are in the correct location for transport, leisure facilities near schools in the 

parish. 

 

 A community hub, to be used by residents of all ages is much needed. 

A community hub on the present Library Site is essential!  To hold  1) Library 2) Town Council Office 

3) Meeting rooms for hire e.g. registrars (why should we have to go elsewhere??) and citizens 

advice. 

 

The Ponteland Development Trust has a proposal to turn the Library into a Community Hub on the 

same site.  We fully support this idea as it is in a superb central location placing it amongst a re-

located school or Leisure Centre would be a disaster. 



 

Important that any policy regarding listed buildings is flexible and allows for internal and external 

alterations provide they respect the design and character of buildings. 

 

Clarity on the affordable housing requirement which we believe is 15% across ten plan period.   

 

Opportunity to allocated sites rather than simply suggest locations.  We support development to the 

north of Ponteland but also in other areas such as Medburn. 

Need for ‘smaller housing’ should be widened and not harm the viability of sites coming forward.  

The phase 1 link road is supported as it unlocks key development parcels and provides the 

opportunity for bus links through the land. 

Housing for the elderly should not be limited to care homes, flats etc ... but also bungalows with 
appropriate support. 

 
Priority should be given to children who reside in Ponteland to its schools. This creates cohesion 
amongst the young and pride in Ponteland. Additional recreational space is essential. 

 

Leisure centre needs to improve 

 

Objective 8, 9 & 10 

Agreement with objectives, developers should contribute substantially to community services. 

 

Housing for the elderly should not be limited to care homes and flats provide bungalows with 

appropriate support. 

 

Increased medical facilities required including Dentists. 

 

Objective 11 & 12 

Ensure schools are in the correct location for transport. 

 

A community hub to be used by all ages is much needed. 

 

Car parking around schools needs to be given careful thought 

 

Issues raised in support of the Summary and General Comments 
 

From the returned comments it shows an extremely high level of support for the objectives included 

in the Topic Papers. 

 Ponteland must have a vision for the centre of the village as it is dying very quickly which is 

having a direct impact on trade and destroying the environment 

 

 There is a clear indication of support for protecting the special character of Ponteland, and 

that any new development respects this character and enhances it. Any policy regarding 



listed buildings needs to be flexible and allows for internal and external alterations provide 

they respect the design and character of buildings. 

 

 There needs to be the opportunity to allocate sites to ensure schools are in the correct 

location for transport links and leisure facilities near to schools. 

 

 

 Affordable housing and ‘smaller housing’ needed-not harm the viability of sites coming 

forward.  

 More affordable housing and first time buyers are desperately needed, Ponteland has to 

have a lot more working age people. 

 Affordable housing is desirable focusing on small scale developments on Brownfield sites 

provided by a registered provider. 

 Agree with your objective to create jobs.  Redevelopment of Merton Way and further health 

centre provision are both much needed. 

 The centre of the village has major problems; Merton way is a mess and would not attract 

no-one. 

 Elderly people from Darras Hall do not spend in the village 

 Outside visitors confuse the Greenbelt signs with For Sale signs-this is turning people away 

 Merton Way would be better if the size was reduced and the car parking increased 

 Until the centre of the Town is sorted we will never function 

 Business staff travel from outside Ponteland to work  

 Traffic in the village is becoming impossible at times. The phase 1 link road is supported as it 

unlocks key development parcels and provides the opportunity for bus links through the 

land. 

 New houses to enter highway from Rotary Way, take away roundabout and replace with 

traffic lights 

 Propose road around Meadowfield to school one way only 

 Vehicle parking this matter should be seriously considered Ponteland desperately more 

central located public car parking.  The Callerton Lane nursery site would be ideal 

 Ponteland desperately needs more central public car parking. Callerton Lane nursery  site  

 Would be ideal I consider it essential that the nursery site Call Lane be used for car parking –      

page 3 of Local Economy Section – floor risk zone 2/3 so not housing. There is never 

adequate parking for the schools.  This matter should be seriously considered.  

 Eland Lane is used as an overflow car park, particularly at weekends. 

 Ponteland Development Trust is pressing ahead with a project to turn the Library on its 

present site into a “Community Hub”. 

 The Ponteland Development Trust has a proposal to turn the Library into a Community Hub 

on the same site.  We fully support this idea as it is in a superb central location placing it 

amongst a re-located school or Leisure Centre would be a disaster. 

 A community hub, to be used by residents of all ages is much needed. 

 A community hub on the present Library Site is essential!  To hold 1) Library 2) Town Council 

Office 3) Meeting rooms for hire e.g. registrars (why should we have to go elsewhere??) and 

citizens advice. 



 Improve medical facilities 

 Encourage new existing youth to stay in Ponteland 

 Street clutter excessive 

 Boundaries to properties too defensive 

 

 

Response Evidence by Topic Paper and Objective 

Built Environment 

Objective 1, To ensure that new development contributes positively to the unique historic and 
natural characteristics of the civil parish of Ponteland. 

 Landowner              agree 

 Developer                no comment 

 Businesses               agree 

 Organisations         agree 

 Statutory Bodies    agree 

Natural Environment 

Objective 2, To plan positively for the creation, protection and enhancement of networks for 
biodiversity, green infrastructure and recreation in Ponteland and to protect the landscape setting of 
Ponteland. 

 Landowner            agree 

 Developer             no comment 

 Businesses            agree 

 Organisations       agree.  

 Statutory Bodies  agree 

Housing 

Objective 3, The Neighbourhood Plan will provide a positive policy framework for new housing that 
meets the defined needs of residents in the Plan area. It will ensure that new housing developments 
are carefully planned, designed and integrated into the settlement of Ponteland, to ensure they 
contribute to the special character of Ponteland as well as contributing to the local infrastructure 
and community facility needs as identified in other Neighbourhood plan policies. 

 Landowner            agree 

 Developer             no comment 

 Businesses             agree 

 Organisations        agree 

 Statutory Bodies   agree 

Local Economy 



Objective 4, To identify and encourage employment opportunities for sustainable economic 
growth, leisure and tourism across the civil parish 

Objective 5, Enhance, diversify and improve the range of shops and services within the commercial 
centres of Ponteland 

 Landowner            agree 

 Developer              no comment 

 Businesses             agree 

 Organisations       agree 

 Statutory Bodies  no comment 

Transport  

Objective 6, To make Ponteland and the rest of the civil parish a safer place for all users of the 
transport network, especially pedestrians, cyclist and children, by reducing traffic congestion, 
making it easier for people to walk to the schools, shops and public transport whilst ensuring 
adequate car parking is provided to meet the needs of residents, visitors and businesses. 

 Landowner             agree 

 Developer              no comment 

 Businesses              90% agree  10% disagree 

 Organisations         75% agree  25% no comment 

 Statutory Bodies   agree 

Flooding  

Objective 7, To reduce the causes and impacts of flooding in Ponteland 

 Landowner             agree 

 Developer              no comment 

 Businesses              agree 

 Organisations         75% agree  25% no comment 

 Statutory Bodies    agree 

Community Well-Being  

Objective 8, Ensure that the Neighbourhood Plan provides for the ageing population in and around 
Ponteland. 

Objective 9, The people of Ponteland of all ages have easy access to health care facilities. 

Objective 10, To improve the provision of leisure services in Ponteland and accessibility to these 
services 

 Landowner            agree 

 Developer              no comment 

 Businesses             agree 

 Organisations        75%  agree  25% no comment  

 Statutory Bodies  agree 



Youth Provision 

Objective11, To ensure that our schools are well planned to meet the needs of our current and 
projected pupil population 

Objective 12, To ensure that there is sufficient provision of recreational space and facilities for 
young people in Ponteland 

 Landowner          agree 

 Developer            no comment 

 Businesses           agree 

 Organisations      agree.  

 Statutory Bodies agree 

 

 

 

 

Recorded Comments on Objectives 

 
Objective 1 – Built Environment 

 

Organisation 1: 

Agree – But all properties in conservation area should be informed by circulatory document from 

Town Council? Regarding procedures to be followed for changes/alterations.  Particularly new 

businesses! There should be a leaflet @ Town Council Offices. 

 

1. Whilst this is only a draft, a Contents List, Index or whatever, at the front could be an 

advantage. 

2. The Built Environment – Introduction; we understand that the Ponteland Development Trust 

is pressing ahead with a project to turn the Library on its present site into a “Community Hub”.  If 

this idea is accepted by NCC then perhaps they should be included in the list of organisations 

through which a Community project will be delivered. 

3. Referring to page 4, The Society is “particularly concerned” that proposals to build on the 

triangle to the NW of Rotary Way will bring the SE boundary of Ponteland closer to the Airport and 

Newcastle.  Any such proposal contrasts with the stance taken by the NCC at the Birney Hill Inquiry. 

4. We are concerned that any proposals to allow access roads to Rotary Way for relocated 

schools or other purposes will bring congestion to any future Relief Road around Ponteland (of 

which Rotary Way would form part) and impair its effectiveness.  At the very least, the Dobbies 

Roundabout could be a very busy place at peak times, and perhaps a dangerous one. 

5. We endorse proposals to control Front Boundary Treatments and, if necessary, the use of an 

Article 4 Direction.  There are a few residents of Darras Hall (in particular) who do not appear to 

acknowledge that they have signed up to a covenant governing such matters. 

6. We consider that the green sward on which the present Library is located is a valuable asset 

and must be retained.  We suggest that any redeveloped Library/Community Hub should not lead to 



the loss of significant proportion of the existing green area; this might be achieved by judicious use 

of a part-2-storey design, possibly in stages sections.  The appearance should be based on the local 

vernacular style and be compatible with the flats opposite at Peel House.  The future requirements 

for car-parking to serve this Hub must be accorded careful consideration. 

7. The cartilage of the Blackbird is, indeed, all concrete/macadam but at least if fulfils the 

requirement for adequate car-parking and the current vogue for outdoor seating.  Existing 

trees/shrubs need to be safeguarded to improve screening. 

8. The wall and surroundings of the War Memorial have been rebuilt/refurbished in the last 

two years; the Town Council is probably on top of the situation.  The Memorial Hall, on the other 

hand, is a tired-looking building which requires money spent on it both inside and out; where is the 

strategy for this? 

9. We agree, in general, with the questions listed under “Other Conservation Area 

management issues” although some may be more feasible than others.  In particular; “any 

extensions should be clearly subservient to the original building”.  Perhaps we should include the 

word “practicable” since in the case of Bellville House, for example, the present portico was built 

higher than the previous one for the reason that the latter was not high enough to accommodate a 

habitable room behind it.  (See slide by Dorothy Warner).  Work on a “shop front design guide” has 

not yet begun, but will be based on similar studies carried out in other parts of Northumberland. 

10. We agree with the proposed removal of all A-boards along the A696 (although note that a 

few may actually be on private land) but have been generally disappointed with the rather passive 

stance taken by the PTC – working through the NCC is evidently required.  On the other hand, A-

boards in some locations such as Merton Road may add something to the local character – 

particularly on Market days.  We suggest that a valid criterion for the denial of A-Boards (other than 

on the A696) would be the presence of a real obstruction and/or danger to pedestrians.  This 

particularly so to the disabled – an approach taken by Hexham Civic Society.  A few Members of the 

PCS take the view that al A-boards should be permanently banned, but that hardly seems a feasible 

approach. 

11. Under the heading “Strategic Policy Context and Evidence” the policies derived from the 

2003 Castle Morpeth Local Plan should be carried over, subject to a review to ascertain their 

relevance.  The application and history of PH3, in particular, needs to be checked, we believe that 

this was the subject of a legal challenge before the 2003 CMLP was formally issued, but the details 

no longer some to be available on the NCC website.  We suspect that breaches of PH3 took place 

several years ago (while the DHEC occupied elsewhere?) and this may have compromised the 

subsequent legal force of policy PH3. 

12. Under “National Planning Policy Framework”, we agree wholeheartedly with the sentiments 

expressed under the four bullet points. 

Organisation 2: 
Agree.  Include “Ponteland Development Trust” in List of Organisations, since it has plans for Library.  
We remain concerned at the prospect of building on land to the NW of Rotary Way and the 
possibility of road access on to the Relief Road.  We support action on boundary treatment.  Suggest 
look at Hexham Civic Society’s actions re: A-Boards.  We agree with the carry0over of CMBC Policies, 
but think that the history of PH3 needs to be explored more closely. 

Organisation 3: 
Agree on your objectives. 
 



Organisation 4: 
I support the policy intention to protect the special character of Ponteland, and that any new 
development respects this character and enhances it.  I support the project proposal to encourage 
green frontages. 
 
Landowner: 
All objectives agreed in principle 
 
Developer: 
Important that any policy regarding listed buildings is flexible and allows for internal and external 

alterations provide they respect the design and character of buildings. 

 

Business 1: 

Agree however street clutter is excessive.  Boundaries of properties becoming too defensive. 

 

Business 2: 

Yes 

 

Business 3: 

Yes 

 

Business 4: 

The Banks plan for general housing and sports/school movement is needed ASAP 

 

Business 5: 

Agreed.  Steps must be taken to maintain the historic character of Ponteland in terms of space, 

density, design, materials and quality.  Ponteland must retain the ‘feel’ of a village despite being its 

designation as a town.  Pontlaned must maintain a rural rather than a suburban setting.  

Redevelopment in Darras Hall should be restricted to maintain existing density. 

Statutory Consultee 1: 
Plan pages in this section run horizontal then vertical, all others run vertical then horizontal 
I support this objective 

Statutory Consultee 2: 

I support this objective. 

 

Objective 2 –Natural Environment 

Organisation 1: 
Yes but include Duns Green area where Millennium Tree is planted. 

1. We agree fully with the proposals regarding “Green Infrastructure in Ponteland” particularly 

in respect of the loss of historic hedgerows and trees.  The need for some stronger method 

of enforcement does, however, seem to be a necessity, in the face of some residents 

(particularly in Darras Hall) who sometimes change frontages as they please and against 

whom no adequate sanctions appear to be available.  Some resistance to the imposition of 

an Article 4(2) Direction can be foreseen. 



2. The River Pont is, as stated, an important wildlife corridor but this importance has not, in the 

past, been given adequate weight by NCC (or the Environment Agency as a Statutory 

Consultee).  Thus, for example a less than 5m.  gap between flats being built at the former 

Mill House site, and the River Pont was allowed instead of the normally-required 10m.  This 

error has been compounded by the fact that all vegetation has been removed from the river 

bank at this point – so how can this now act effectively as a “wildlife corridor”? 

3. There is a problem with regard to “leaving vegetation along the banks of the river...” in that 

– like many rivers in Northumberland – there is an ongoing infestation of the alien species 

Himalayan Balsam, and annual efforts at removal are undertaken by volunteers. 

4. With regard to the proposed “Management of a buffer along the river Pont”, there is a 

potential weakness in that it should “not conflict with other users”.  In the case of 

developers, it would appear that the developer often succeeds (see above).  It may be thus 

advantageous to include Ponteland Part in the “Local List” together with designated parts of 

the river bank lying within the settlement boundary. 

5. Regarding footpaths, there may be a number of footpaths which, by reason of their 

narrowness of serpentine track, are not inherently suitable for cyclists as well as pedestrians.  

Not everyone feels that cycling is automatically appropriate on all pathways, bridleways, 

pavements and disused railway tracks. 

6. Under “Open Spaces in Ponteland” we comment that the green space surrounding the 

present Ponteland Library (or some proportion of it – dependent upon future development) 

does not appear to be included in this list.  Should mention be made?  We should note that a 

previous Merton Way development proposal would have covered it with a 3-storey Care 

Home. 

Organisation 2: 
Re: “Green Infrastructures in Ponteland” we agree totally but enforcement is a problem.  Builders 
must not be allowed to compromise the Green Corridors along the River Pont bank.  Leaving 
vegetation will leave a problem with Himalayan Balsam. 
 
Organisation 3: 
Agree in principle. 

Organisation 4: 
I support Objective 2 and the positive enhancement of green infrastructure, biodiversity and 
recreation. 
Wildlife corridors, particularly the Pont corridor, are very important to a healthy habitat and 
community.  Trees and hedgerows should be protected and enhanced.  Any new development 
should add to biodiversity. 

Landowner: 
All objectives agreed in principle. 

 

Business 2: 

Yes 

 

Business 3: 

Yes 

 



Business 4: 

Fine as planned 

 

Business 5: 

Fully supportive of a policy to resist the loss of hedgerows/maintain green frontages and especially 

in Darras Hall where the rural character is disappearing.  Landscape corridors and areas are critical to 

maintaining the rural character of Ponteland. 

 

Statutory Consultee 1: 

3.4.1. Needs to show that the lost appeal was ‘against refusal of permission’.  Existing wording is 

ambiguous. 

 

Statutory Consultee 2: 

It would not be possible to disagree. 

 

Objective 3 – Housing 

Organisation 1: 
Agree  but stronger emphasis is needed from NCC re S106 agreements!  
(Can County be relied upon to equate their housing need assessment with ours!) 

Organisation 2: 
Darras Hall Byelaws already ban most development of residential gardens.  We agree with the logic 
re calculating housing requirements. 
 
Organisation 3: 
Agree with your proposals. 
 
Organisation 4: 
I support Objective 3.  New housing should be carefully planned to supply the type of housing which 
is needed while enhancing the character of Ponteland.  Affordable housing is needed. 
 
Landowner: 
All objectives agreed in principal. 
 
Developer: 
Clarity on the affordable housing requirement which we  believe is 15% across the plan period.   

 

Opportunity to allocated sites rather than simply suggest locations.  We support development to the 

north of Ponteland but also in other areas such as Medburn. 

Need for ‘smaller housing’ should be widened and not harm the viability of sites coming forward.  

 

Business 2: 

Yes 

 

Business 3: 

Yes 

 



Business 4: 

More affordable housing and first time buyers houses are desperately needed.  Not everything has 

to be worth £500k but if that’s what it takes to get a developer involved we have to understand that.  

The new town of Ponteland has to have a lot more working age people. 

 

Business 5: 

Sites with existing consents should be built and brownfield sites exhausted before any development 

should be considered on a Greenfield site let along the green belt.  The requirement for housing 

seems excessive.  Maybe key worker accommodation should be considered to provide housing 

purely for people who work in the area, e.g. teachers, shop assistants, etc... 

 

Statutory Consultee 1: 
Affordable housing needs to be built under a framework which ensures it remains affordable. 
 
Statutory Consultee 2: 
Agree 
 

Objectives 4 & 5 – Local Economy 

Organisation 1: 
Agree.  I consider it essential that the nursery site Call Lane be used for car parking – Page 3 of Local 
Economy Section – floor risk zone 2/3 so not housing. There should be a limit to number/type of 
businesses e.g. restaurants in the stretch – particularly ~Bell Villas to prevent it becoming a “strip”. 
 
Organisation 2: 
Ponteland Medical Centre needs more local car parking.  Ponteland desperately requires more 
central public car parking.  The Callerton Lane Nusery site would be ideal.  There needs to be a Policy 
to restrict the number of certain types of business e.g. restaurants, on Main Street and Bell Villas. 
Prudhoe used to have a Policy in force for this purpose, and why not us? 
 
Organisation 3: 
Agree with your objective to create jobs. 
 
Organisation 4: 
I support these objectives.  Redevelopment of Merton Way and further health centre provision are 
both much needed. 
 
Landowner: 
All objectives agreed in principal 
 
Business 2: 

Yes to both 

 

Business 3: 

Yes to both 

 

Business 4: 



The centre of the village has major problems with car parking, so the houses have to be thought 

through and within walking distance.  The village is just awash with restaurants and estate agents. 

Trade is slowing down markedly as everyone will tell you.  Merton Way is a mess and would attract 

no-one.  Most people on Darras Hall do not support or spend anything in the village mainly because 

they are old.  All the green belt signs need to come down, it is turning people away as they think 

they are for sale signs.  Merton Way would be better as a smaller service with bigger car park.  

Centre of town is sorted outlying areas can’t function 

 

Business 5: 

Agree wholeheartedly.  We need to create greater employment opportunities so that people live 

and work here rather than live here and work in Newcastle.  This would create daytime activity in 

Ponteland supporting retail rather than evening activity which supports only the restaurants and 

bars.  Ponteland needs a town centre which it’s currently lacking – the redevelopment of Merton 

Way would have transformed the centre and enhanced community cohesion.  Ponteland should be a 

destination rather than a village which is merely driven through.  Tourism and visitor development 

would help enormously. 

 
Statutory Consultee 2: 
Yes 
 

Objective  6 - Transport 
 
Organisation 1:  
Agree - but would a 20 m.p.h speed limit help??See Northumberland and Newcastle Society current 
campaign. 
 
Organisation 3: 
I agree with objective 6 to create recreation routes. 
 
Organisation 4: 
I support this objective.  The provision of a relief road is needed.  I also welcome suggested speed 
limits. Any relocation of schools should, as suggested, should plan to relieve traffic problems at pick 
up times. 
 
Developer: 
The phase 1 link road is supported as it unlocks key development parcels and provides the 

opportunity for bus links through the land. 

 

Business 1: 

Traffic in the village is becoming impossible at times – also parking.  Eland Lane is used as an 

overflow car park, particularly at weekends.  So many cars parked that emergency vehicles could not 

get through.  A farm with huge amount of flammable material. 

 

Business 2: 

Yes 

 



Business 3: 

Yes 

 

Business 4: 

1) If new houses enter from Rotary Way no problem 
2) Traffic lights need re-planning 
3) Take away mini roundabout 
4) Make road round Meadowfield to school one-way 
5) Stop all parking / loading / on kerb lines 

 
Business 5: 
I do not support a relief road as I believe it would have a negative impact on the economic well being 
of Ponteland.  Public transport provision needs to be improved. 
 
Statutory Consultee 2: 
Yes 
 
 

Objective  7 - Flooding 
  
Organisation 1: 
Agree.  Especially point 3 -G.  Land sloping down to the Pont therefore should not be built upon as it 
holds water (until extreme events). 
 
Organisation 3: 
No-one wants flooding.  In agreement. 
 
Organisation 4: 
I support this objective. 
 
Landowner: 
All objectives agreed in principal. 
 
Business 2: 

Yes 

 

Business 3: 

Yes 

 

Business 4: 

None 

 

Business 5: 

Any development/redevelopment should be subject to appropriate tests if there’s an increase in 

hard standing areas. 

Statutory Consultee 2: 
Yes 



 

Objectives 8, 9 & 10 – Community Wellbeing 

Organisation 1: 
Agree but health centres should be more easily accessible – a big mistake was made moving H.C. to 
sweet factory site on Mount. 
 
Organisation 2: 
No comment. 
 
Organisation 3: 

1) Agreement to help ageing population. 

2) To help all sectors for health care. 

3) To improve leisure for everyone. 

 

Organisation 4: 

I agree with these objectives.  Improvement in health care facilities is important.  Developers should 

contribute substantially to community services. 

 

Landowner: 

All objectives agreed in principal. 

 

Business 2: 

Yes to all 

 

Business 3: 

Yes to all 

 

Business 4: 

More/better Doctors facilities (we have enough Dentists).  Re-develop Memorial Hall (past its best) 

 

Business 5: 

Housing for the elderly should not be limited to care homes, flats etc... but also bungalows with 

appropriate supports. 

 

Statutory Consultee 2: 
Yes 
 

Objectives 11 & 12 – Youth Provision 

 

Organisation 1: 

Agree but car parking around schools needs careful and sensitive thought. 

 

Organisation 2: 

There is never enough car parking adjacent to schools.  This matter should be seriously considered. 



 

Organisation 3: 

To ensure schools are in the correct location for transport.  Leisure facilities near schools in the 

parish. 

 

Organisation 4: 

I agree with these objectives.  A community hub, to be used by residents of all ages is much needed. 

 

Landowner: 

All objectives agreed in principal 

 

Business 2: 

Yes to both 

 

Business 3: 

Yes to both 

 

Business 4: 

Just need more youth 

 

Business 5: 

Priority should be given to children who reside in Ponteland to its schools.  This creates cohesion 

amongst the young and pride in Ponteland.  Additional recreational space is essential.  Leisure centre 

needs to improve. 

Statutory Consultee 1: 
Suggest ‘11’ should say ‘The current and projected pupil population rather than ‘our’.  Pontelands 
own population will remain too small to support a 2 – 18 YO school system.   
Youth Club Hut – suggest replace or re-locate.   

3.1 – Support statement of transport 

Statutory Consultee 2: 
Yes 
 
 


