
NORTHUMBERLAND COUNTY COUNCIL 
 

PETITIONS COMMITTEE 
 
At a meeting of the  Petitions Committee  held in Committee Room 2, County Hall, 
Morpeth on Wednesday, 21 June 2017 at 1.00pm 

 
PRESENT 

 
R. Dodd 

(Chair, in the Chair) 
 

MEMBERS 
 

E Cartie 
T Cessford 
 
 

B Flux 
L Rickerby 
 
 

           OTHER MEMBERS PRESENT 
 

W Pattison 
  

 
 
G Sanderson  

OFFICERS 
 

M Bird 
P Jones 

Senior Democratic Services Officer 
Director of Local Services and 
Housing Delivery 

 
ALSO IN ATTENDANCE 

 
B Owen, C Tapping (lead petitioners) 
1 member of the public 

 
 
01. MEMBERSHIP AND TERMS OF REFERENCE 
 

RESOLVED  that the Petitions Committee’s membership and terms of reference, as 
agreed by Council on 24 May 2017, be noted. 

 
 
02. APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE 
 

 Apologies for absence were received from Councillors Campbell, S Davey and 
Swinburn. 

 
 
03. MINUTES 
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RESOLVED  that the minutes of the meeting of Petitions Committee held on  
Wednesday, 25 January 2017, as circulated, be confirmed as a true record and  
signed by the Chair. 

 
 
05. DISCLOSURE OF MEMBERS’ INTERESTS 
 

Councillor Pattison declared that she had signed the Craster petition before she 
was elected as a county councillor. She would be addressing the meeting as local 
member but was not a member of the committee so would not be involved in any 
decision on the petition. 
 

 
06. COMMITTEE PROCEDURE 
 

 Reference was made to the procedure that the committee needed to follow when 
considering petitions. The Chair welcomed two lead petitioners who were in 
attendance to speak. The portfolio holder and local member for the Craster petition 
were both also present after being invited to the meeting. 

 
 RESOLVED  that the information be noted. 

 
 
07. REPORT OF THE DIRECTOR OF LOCAL SERVICES AND HOUSING DELIVERY 
 

Petition: Craster Car Parking Charges 
 
Lead petitioner Bryn Owen was invited to firstly address the committee. Councillor 
Owen thanked the Petitions Committee for considering the petition and the detailed 
report that had been produced in response. Craster Parish Council was keen to 
take up the offer presented in the report to work with the County Council to find 
possible solutions to the challenges highlighted in the petition. 
 
Councillor Owen also corrected the report to confirm that the actual title of the 
petition was “a fair deal for Craster and its visitors”. He introduced the petition with 
reference to the supporting statement (attached to the report as Appendix 2) of 
which the key details included: 

● 240 residents lived in the parish but around 240,000 tourists visited each 
year 

● Craster Parish Council could not afford to fund many local amenities for the 
benefit of visitors rather than local residents, and had no funding beyond its 
precept of £3,000 per year to pay for them 

● the petition’s proposal was to create a ring fenced fund for the provision of 
tourist facilities through a levy on car parking charges, increasing from up to 
£1.00 for one hour up to £3.00 for all day 

● 50 car park users had been consulted on this proposal. None had objected 
as long as the money generated was spent locally 
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● the proposal would enable visitors to contribute to the running of the locality, 
with reference to details in the council strategy for parking charges. It would 
also enhance tourist services 

● a copy of Craster Parish Council’s response to the officer report had been 
circulated to all members of the Petitions Committee. 

 
Local county councillor Wendy Pattison referred to her knowledge of Craster and 
her local discussions about parking arrangements. It was a picturesque village that 
attracted many visitors. She fully supported the petition’s aims and hoped that a 
solution could be found. 
 
Portfolio holder Councillor Glen Sanderson thanked the lead petitioner for attending. 
He expressed some concern about the potential precedent it might set for other 
communities. He had only been in his current role recently but would consider with 
the Director of Local Services and Housing Delivery what could feasibly be done. A 
meeting had been arranged for the following week in Craster to discuss possible 
next steps. 
 
The Director of Local Services and Housing Delivery acknowledged how such 
issues existed for coastal areas and the County Council was committed to working 
with them and addressing maintenance requirements. There were no arrangements 
for ring fencing funding for specific communities. Details of service delivery by the 
County Council were covered in the Parish Charter. A dialogue could take place 
about Craster’s requirements. 
 
Discussion then followed of which the key points were: 

● concern about precedent setting; the requested 20% share of the income for 
ward councillor was not supported as every member would want the same 

● it was right to discuss and look at options with bins and other facilities, but 
members were mindful about increasing charges 

● other members representing other coastal areas with many visitors would 
want the same service  

● other areas paid a higher parish council precept, which could be a source of 
extra income as currently Craster’s was currently only £14 per household 

● other possible sources of funding needed to be explored. 
  

In response to questions asked, Councillor Owen confirmed that a straw poll about 
parking charges had been organised over two days at the exit to Craster car park. 
Currently a local landlord charged £3 for parking on his field. Members were 
advised that this was allowed for up to 28 days per year without requiring planning 
consent. This option for additional parking had been considered by officers, but was 
disregarded from both a planning perspective and the impact on the area of 
outstanding natural beauty. 
 
To conclude, the Chair referred to the meeting due in Craster which would include 
Craster Parish Council members, the portfolio holder, local member and officers on 
site to discuss options. It was then: 
 
RESOLVED  that 
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(1) the report be noted;  
(2) support be expressed for officers in their continued work with Craster Parish 

Council; and 
(3) an update be provided to a future meeting of the Petitions Committee. 

 
 

08.      OTHER PETITIONS FOR INFORMATION 
 

(a) Petition: Statutory Public Notices in the Hexham Courant 
 

Reference was made to a petition received in March 2017 opposing the decision to 
stop publishing statutory notices in the Hexham Courant. (Details of the petition and 
the subsequent response of the then Chief Executive were published on the agenda 
summons for the meeting.) 
 
The Chair referred to the recent change of direction with regards to statutory notices 
and that the petition’s request had now been met.  
 
Lead petitioner Colin Tapping, editor of the Hexham Courant, was in attendance to 
speak about the petition, of which his key points were: 

● 2,700 people had signed the petition; it had received the overwhelming 
support of residents 

● it was acknowledged that after six months the notices were now being 
published again, but he was concerned about the time taken 

● further information had came to light, through a freedom of information 
request, about the circumstances regarding the decision to stop the 
publishing, which had been done unilaterally by one officer without 
consultation with others. This raised concerns about governance, 
transparency and accountability for the County Council. It appeared to be 
motivated by a wish to penalise or censor the Courant, in doing so also 
denying it advertising revenue; checks and balances had not been sufficient 

● there were grounds for legally pursuing costs for a loss of income 
experienced, but the Hexham Courant would not be pursuing this and 
wanted to restore a constructive relationship with the Council 

● he hoped that lessons had been learned. 
 

Discussion followed during which reference was made to other correspondence 
sent by the chair of Hexham Town Council in support of the petition. Concern was 
expressed about the circumstances but grace was also expressed in relation to the 
Hexham Courant’s decision not to take the matter any further. One of the new 
administration’s first actions was to prevent a similar situation from occurring again. 
The Council had a responsibility to work with all local businesses and it was hoped 
that both parties could move on from the situation. It was also clarified that this did 
not represent any criticism of the previous administration; the decision had been 
taken by one officer without being being directed to do so. 
 
RESOLVED  that the information be noted. 

 
(b) Petition: Objection to the proposed sale of land on Holy Island 
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            Reference was made to a petition received in May 2017 that opposed the sale of  
           land by the Council at Green Lane car park on Holy Island. (Details of the petition  
           and the subsequent response of the the lead petitioner were published on the  
           agenda summons for the meeting.) 

 
Members were advised that unlike most petitions, when it had been received the 
request had already been met. The lead petitioner had submitted the petition just for 
the Council’s records and expressed thanks for the residents’ concerns being 
listened to. Members were advised that as a result, no further action was required 
and they were just being asked to note the situation. 
 
The Director of Local Services and Housing Delivery further explained about how 
the land had been withdrawn from sale. Funding had been secured and possible 
land trust type arrangements were being considered. Conditions were being placed 
about stipulations on affordable housing in perpetuity and further dialogue was 
taking place. 
 
RESOLVED  that the information be noted. 
 
 

09. FUTURE MEETINGS 
 

The Chair referred to forthcoming meetings of the Petitions Committee during 
2017/18 on 19 July, 18 October, 31 January and 18 April. He added that no other 
petitions in the committee’s remit had been received recently so it was likely that 
July’s meeting would be cancelled, but this would be confirmed in writing in due 
course. 

 
 
 
  
                                                                                 CHAIR……………………………….. 

 
  

                                                                         DATE………………………………… 
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