
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 
CRAMLINGTON, BEDLINGTON AND SEATON VALLEY LOCAL AREA COUNCIL 
 
At a meeting of Cramlington , Bedlington and Seaton Valley Local Area Council 
held in the Methodist Church, Taylor Gardens, Seaton Sluice, Whitley Bay, NE26 
4RH on Wednesday, 17 April 2019 at 4:00 pm. 
 

PRESENT 
 

Councillor C Dunbar, Chair in the Chair for agenda items 1 - 3 and 7  
 

Councillor M Robinson, Vice-Chair in the Chair for agenda items 4 - 6 
 
 

MEMBERS 
 

W Crosby 
B M Flux 
A Hepple 

 

M D Swinburn 
I C F Swithenbank 
R J Wallace 
 
 

 
OFFICERS 

  
G Fairs 
 
D Hadden 
J Murphy 
K Norris 

Highways Development 
Manager 
Lawyer 
Principal Planning Officer 
Democratic Services Officer 
 
 

ALSO IN ATTENDANCE 
 

Press: 1 
Public: 4 
 

 
95. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 

 
  Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Daley, Dungworth and 

Richards. 
  

96. MINUTES 
 
RESOLVED  that the minutes of the meeting of Cramlington, Bedlington and 
Seaton Valley Local Area Council held on Wednesday, 20 March 2019, as 
circulated, be confirmed as a true record and signed by the Chair. 
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On a point of clarification the Vice Chair referred to Minute No. 88 - Public 
Question Time and advised that it was the bus stop post which had been pulled 
down at Meadowdale, Bedlington. 
 

 
97. DISCLOSURE OF MEMBERS’ INTERESTS 

 
 Councillor Swinburn declared a prejudicial interest in planning application 
16/803567/FUL as he would be speaking as Ward Member and would take no 
part in the discussion or voting thereon. 

 
 Councillor Dunbar then vacated the Chair, for the Vice-Chair Councillor 
Robinson to chair the development control section of the agenda, as was 
the arrangement for all Local Area Councils. 
 

98. DETERMINATION OF PLANNING APPLICATIONS 
 
 The report requested members to decide the planning applications attached to 
the report using the powers delegated to it.  Members were reminded of the 
principles which should govern their consideration of the applications, the 
procedure for handling representations, the requirement of conditions and the 
need for justifiable reasons for the granting of permission or refusal of planning 
applications.  The procedure at planning committees was appended for 
information.  (Report attached at page 1 of Appendix A). 

 
RESOLVED  that the information be noted. 

 
99.  16/803567/FUL 

Demolition of existing school building and caretakers bungalow and 
redevelopment for 19 no. new homes and associated car parking and 
landscaping, St Paul’s Catholic Academy, Doddington Drive, Hall Close 
Dale, Cramlington, Northumberland, NE23 6DF.   (Report attached at page 6 of 
Appendix A.) 

 
Judith Murphy, Principal Planning Officer, stated that the above application had 
been considered at the last meeting of the Cramlington, Bedlington and Seaton 
Valley Local Area Council and had been deferred for a site visit which had taken 
place on Monday.  
 
All updates to conditions and the extra condition, details of which were provided 
at the previous meeting, still applied and were set out in the Minutes of 20 March 
2019. 
 
Members were reminded that there was an error in paragraph 7.27 of the report, 
which should read:- 
 
“There would be a change to the appearance of the site with new housing, residents 
and traffic however it is considered the development will be of such a scale that 
would  not  be to the detriment of residential amenity”. 
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The Principal Planning Officer then summarised the report with the aid of a slide 
presentation. 
 
Councillor Swinburn, Ward Councillor, spoke against the application and his 
comments included the following points:- 
 
● He thanked members for attending the site visit on Monday. 
● The importance of stakeholder engagement and the value of local 

knowledge and involvement was always impressed upon the Council. 
Local residents did not have an opportunity to speak on Monday but their 
comments and concerns had been online with the application in 
abundance, and that included issues raised by the Town Council. 

● It was mentioned that the road width was 5.5m and could allow many more 
houses than currently planned. These were not hard and fast rules, it was 
a guide based on a calculation and should be used in conjunction with all 
other factors, such as local knowledge.  

● The Government document on which this was based put repeated 
emphasis on:    ‘forming vital components of residential areas that greatly 
affect the overall quality of life for local people’; serving the needs of the 
local community well’; the need to do more to recognise the role that 
streets play in the life of a community’. 

● Members would have to consider the use of the street for evening and 
weekend parking for taxis. 

● The street was the access for the Seven Oaks Park and fields. 
● The existing 60’s designed properties had parking for one vehicle with 

many of them now having two or three vehicles, most of which did not fit 
into the original garages resulting in on-street parking and congestion. 

● Consideration should be given to the sharp turns and blind bends 
travelling to Doddington Drive resulting in the inability to see vehicles 
trying to get off driveways. 

● Once a planning application was passed it could not be undone.  Who 
would pick up the pieces with the problems afterwards?  Not the planning 
department. Highways? On Monday they couldn’t answer the question on 
the previous traffic to the school. Local residents could - such being the 
value of local knowledge. 

● Highways approved the application in October 2016. In response to a 
request for help on this estate about congestion and overparking, as it 
stood now, a reply had been received from Highways one month ago 
stating ‘there was nothing they could do’.  This being the current situation, 
before any further increase, and one that would not get any easier. 

● The current access road crossed a footpath, most of them did, and had a 
much better field of view than crossing the busy path at the current school 
access point. 

● For information, the issue over equalities access was one that he had 
already raised for the whole of the Hall Close estates and a plan had been 
drawn up, by Highways, to address where councils had failed to make 
these areas accessible previously. 
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● The new access point would never have been allowed if it was unsafe, not 
even temporarily. 

● In February 2018 there was a meeting onsite to discuss the alternative 
access road.  It was stated on Monday that the grassed area to the side of 
the development would be fenced off but, at that meeting, this area was 
discussed as ‘Phase 2’.   At that point it was said the access road would 
then become more viable. 

● It all came down to profit. 
● This development, submitted back in September 2016, was not part of the 

housing footprint for Cramlington and did not fit a housing need. 
● On a number of occasions it had been said that it was not always about 

profit with Advance Northumberland projects, but could be about benefits 
to the community and improving the quality of life. 

● He asked the committee to think carefully about the effects on the 
community and make the right decision. 

 
Councillor Swinburn took no further part in the meeting. 
 
Karen Read, KLR Planning Limited, representing Ascent Homes then spoke in 
support of the application and her comments included the following points: 
 
● At the previous meeting she had respectfully asked Members to follow the 

planning officer’s recommendation to approve the application on the basis 
that the site was brownfield land, within the existing settlement, was a 
suitable location for new homes and complied with Government Planning 
Policy. 

● All technical aspects of the scheme had been addressed to make sure it 
met all the relevant planning and policy requirements including highway 
access, highway safety and consideration of any potential impact on the 
highway. 

● The comments of residents of Doddington Drive regarding access had 
been given full consideration as part of the planning application 
determination process, with the Council’s Highways Officers concluding 
Doddington Drive was capable of serving a development of 19 new homes 
without significant impact.  

● When determining the acceptability of any proposed development this was 
the test applied, to ensure a decision was made on sound planning 
grounds. 

● The application was deferred to allow Members to visit the site to have a 
look at the access situation. 

● Whilst a temporary access was created for demolition works, this was 
always expected to be a temporary situation. 

● The development of 19 houses could not support this as a permanent 
access route. 

● The length of road was substantial and to bring it up to adoptable standard 
would be financially significant and stymie the development. 

● An acceptable access had been provided via Doddington Drive which had 
been fully assessed and determined as such by the Council’s Highways 
Officers.  Therefore, for the planning application to be considered 
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acceptable to be recommended for approval, an alternative access was 
not necessary. 

● She respectfully asked members to follow the Planning Officer’s 
recommendation and the expert opinion of the Council’s Highways Officers 
and approve the application based on sound planning grounds. 

 
Members’ Questions 

In response to questions, the following information was provided: 
 

● Members could only consider the application in front of them and could not 
request conditions for applications which may come forward in the future. 

● It was confirmed there was no affordable housing on the site because a 
registered provider could not be found to deliver it and that was why a 
financial contribution had been accepted.  

● The housing mix had been agreed with the Affordable Housing Officer. 
● The existing access road was 5.5m wide which theoretically, under design 

guidance, was capable of dealing with up to 300 dwellings.  However, the 
Ward Member’s comments about parking etc were acknowledged. 

● Nineteen dwellings in peak hours would generate one extra vehicle every 
three to four minutes and, from a highways point of view, when there was 
no evidence of accidents, a reason to refuse the application on that level 
of harm did not exist.  

● The access to the site at Doddington Drive was 5.5m but the entrance to 
the site, which was currently narrower, would be widened and splayed as 
there were also footpaths to consider. 

● The proposed turning head was pointed out on the plan provided in the 
slide presentation and it was confirmed that some additional car parking 
spaces would be provided on the site. 

● The financial contribution was calculated on a formula basis with discount 
taken into account.  The contribution would go to other schemes in the 
area, where there was a need, which included housing for the elderly. 

 
Councillor Flux moved that the application be approved which was seconded by 
Councillor Dunbar. 
 
Members comments were as follows: 
 
● It was a missed opportunity to provide housing for the elderly. 
● Everything possible had been done to try and mitigate the concerns of 

residents of Doddington Drive including the removal of asbestos in the old 
village. 

● The Highways Officer had said the road was adequate for 19 extra 
houses. 

● There were twists and turns in the junction but there had been clear advice 
from the Highways Officer that there were no highways reasons to refuse 
the application. 

 
In summary Councillor Flux said he had asked for a condition to ensure 
Doddington Drive would not be the access road for any future applications but 
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had been advised that members could only look at the application before them. 
He had therefore reluctantly moved approval. 
 
Upon being put to the vote, the motion was unanimously agreed and it was 
therefore: 
 
RESOLVED  that members be minded to approve the application subject to the 
S106 Legal Agreement and the conditions, with reasons, set out in the report with 
the amendments and extra condition as follows: 
 

Condition 2 : plans for 16,17,18.19 and 21 would be removed as they were not              
considered necessary. 
 
Condition 7 : remove and amend the wording of condition 10 to impose the agreed              
discharge rate in the most recent Flood Risk Assessment 
 
Condition 10  was to be amended as follows: 
 
Prior to the first occupation of the development, a verification report carried out by a 
qualified drainage engineer must be submitted to and approved by the Local 
Planning Authority, to demonstrate that all sustainable drainage systems have been 
constructed as per the agreed scheme as detailed on drawing number CCE-1834 
01 Rev P6 Proposed Engineering Layout Dated 07/03/19 and Micro drainage 
calculations St Paul's 12-12-18..MDX received 14/02/2019 by Coast Consulting Ltd.  

  
The verification report shall include: 
As built drawings for all SuDS components - including dimensions (base levels, 
inlet/outlet 
Elevations, areas, depths, lengths, diameters, gradients etc) 
As built drawings of the rediverted field drain 
Construction details (component drawings, materials, vegetation); 
Health and Safety file 
Details of ownership organisation/adoption details. 
 
Reason: To ensure that all sustainable drainage systems are designed to the 
DEFRA non technical standards 
 
Condition 17:  remove “or between the hours of 08:00-18:00” to “outside the hours 
of 08:00 -18:00” 
 
Condition 20:  remove “No development shall” to “The development shall not be 
occupied” 
 
Condition 30 : to be amended to include the correct plot numbers with permeable             
paving and should be read as: 
 
Notwithstanding the details contained within the application the driveways to plots           
1,8,9,10,11,1,.18 and 19 shall be constructed using permeable materials and          
maintained as such in perpetuity. 
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Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding from any sources in accordance             
with the NPPF. 

  
A new condition to be imposed in order to remove permitted development rights for 
new and replacement hardstanding on each plot: 
 
Notwithstanding the provisions of Schedule 2, Class F, of the Town and Country 
Planning General Permitted Development Order 2015 as amended (or any 
subsequent Order amending, revoking or re-enacting that Order), no new 
hardstanding shall be installed or existing hardstanding altered without the prior 
grant of planning permission from the Local Planning Authority. 
 
Reason: To prevent the increased risk of flooding from any sources in accordance 
with the NPPF. 

 
100.  19/00306/CCD 

Proposed Construction Of Multi-Use Games Area (MUGA), Hillcrest Day 
Special School, East View Avenue, Cramlington, Northumberland, NE23 
1DY.  (Report attached at page 28 of Appendix A.) 

 
Judith Murphy, Principal Planning Officer, summarised the above report with the 
aid of a slide presentation. 
 
Members’ Questions 

In response to questions, the following information was provided: 
 

● The MUGA would not be open to local residents, it was only for the use of 
the school’s pupils during school hours. 

● The application was not retrospective.  
● It was acknowledged that some preparatory boundary works had been 

started which was against Planning Officer’s advice and was at the 
applicant’s own risk. 

● The schools had provided the required funding. 
 
Councillor Swinburn moved approval of the application which was seconded by 
Councillor Wallace. 
 
Members commented as follows: 

 
● The application was very welcome as Cramlington was a child friendly 

town. 
● The age range of pupils attending the school was 4 to 18 and the MUGA 

would be very well used and appreciated by them all. 
● Children with special needs would benefit from this. 
● Any extra facilities could only make life easier. 
● Developers should not take advantage and start work before permission 
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was granted.  
 
Upon being put to the vote, the motion was unanimously agreed and it was 
therefore: 
 
RESOLVED  that planning permission be granted subject to the conditions, with 
reasons, set out in the report. 
 

101. PLANNING APPEALS UPDATE 
 
 Members received information on the progress of planning appeals.   (Report 
attached at Appendix B). 

 
 RESOLVED  that the information be noted. 

 
 

 
 

The meeting closed at 4:41 pm.  
 
 
  
 

 
CHAIR  __________________________ 

 
 

DATE    __________________________ 
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