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MINUTES OF 

 

NORTHUMBERLAND NATIONAL PARK AUTHORITY  

 

SPECIAL MEETING 

 

NATIONAL PARK OFFICES, HEXHAM 

 

WEDNESDAY 13 AUGUST 2014  1000 - 1135 

 

Present 
Cllr John Riddle Cllr Sue Bolam 
Cllr Val Gibson Cllr Glen Sanderson 
Ms F Gough  Cllr A Sharp 
Cllr Anthony Murray  
Cllr Johnny Wilson 

Mrs Jean Davidson 
 

 
Officers in attendance: Tony Gates (Chief Executive [National Park Officer]); Andrew Miller 
(Head of Programmes and Partnerships); Robert Mayhew (Landscape and Forestry Officer); 
Gill Thompson (Ecologist). 

 
Others in attendance: Mr Tom Sunter (Legal Adviser) 

 
NPA41-2014 Apologies for absence  

 
Apologies were noted from Mr Mike Bell, Dr Paul Cowie, Cllr Susan Davey, Cllr Chris France, 
Cllr Kirsten Francis, Mr Peter Murray, Cllr Michael Walton, Ms Mel Whewell. 
 

NPA42-2014 Chairman’s Introduction 

 
The Chairman explained the reason for calling the Special Meeting of the Authority was to 
agree the Authority’s formal response to the English Woodland Grant Scheme at Wallshield 
Farm, Haltwhistle, Northumberland. 
 

NPA43-2014 Question Time – no questions had been received 
 

NPA4402014 Declarations of Interest – no declarations were received 
 

NPA45-2014 Item 1: English Woodland Grant Scheme Application and Environmental 

Impact Assessment Screening Response: Wallshield Farm, Haltwhistle 

 
The Landscape and Forestry Officer introduced his report and with the aid of an illustrated 
presentation, set out the background to the English Woodland Grant Scheme application. He 
referred to a site visit on 6 June 2014 attended by Authority members and set out the perceived 
historic environment, natural environment, landscape and public access implications of the 
proposal.   
 
He drew attention to paragraph 7.1 (a) to (d) detailing the reasons why it was being 
recommended the Authority objects to the English Woodland Grant Scheme application at 
Wallshield Farm. 
 
The Landscape and Forestry Officer reminded members that the Forestry Commission, on 4 
August 2014, had formally published their opinion that this English Woodland Grant Scheme 



TG amends 

 

Draft Minutes of Meeting of Northumberland National Park  

Authority 18 June 2014 to be approved 17 September 2014                                       Page 2 of 5 

application did not require their formal consent under the Environmental Impact Assessment 
regulations.   
 
The Landscape and Forestry Officer said that, whilst recommending objecting to the scheme, 
he had worked closely with the Forestry Commission with regard to this application, 
endeavouring to find an appropriate scheme that may be accommodated at this site. 
  
The Landscape and Forestry Officer said there had been discussions with the Forestry 
Commission about an alternative scheme of approximately 30 hectare that may not be 
significant from a landscape perspective, though the impact on ground nesting birds would still 
need to be established.  
 
The Landscape and Forestry Officer reminded members they must confine their deliberations 
to the 43 hectare application before them and not be drawn in to commenting on the earlier 
iterations of the forestry scheme.    
 
Following the presentation, members had a number of comments including those which are 
summarised below.  
 
Members were concerned that the impression given if the Authority objected to this English 
Woodland Grant Scheme application may be that the Authority did not support any tree 
planting in the National Park.  It was noted that the Authority had supported tree planting, 
especially broad-leaved planting, in the past including some significant schemes. Members felt 
that, in their response, the Authority should emphasise the principle of the ‘right trees in the 
right place’.  
 
In response to queries regarding member concerns about visual impact, the Landscape and 
Forestry Officer explained the Landscape Character Assessment process highlighting 
recommendations for land management put forward within the Landscape Character 
Assessment of Tynedale and Northumberland National Park (2007) particularly the landscape 
impact of the application on Thirwall Common Landscape Character Area as the proposed 
scheme would more than double the amount of trees in this area to 3.2%.  
 
A member queried the implications of the Authority objecting to the proposed application and 
the Landscape and Forestry Officer explained the two assessment processes set in motion as 
a result of this application: 
 

i. the Environmental Impact Assessment regulations and the opinion of the Forestry 
Commission that their consent was not required, and  

ii. the suitability of the scheme as an English Woodland Grant Scheme application.   
 
Members were being asked to comment on the latter and if the Authority were to object to the 
application before them, then the Forestry Commission would take the application to their 
Forestry and Woodland Advisory Committee to arbitrate and an appeal process would likely 
follow in September.  
 
A member, having no objection to shelter belts (these were already planted at Wallshield)  was 
concerned at the size and block planting design of the scheme and that insufficient information, 
for example relating to ground nesting birds, had not been provided. 
 
Members referred to paragraph 7.1 and recommended at point (b) mention be made of a 
survey being undertaken to ascertain the impact that this forestry plantation scheme may have 
on ground nesting birds. The Authority’s Ecologist provided an ecological explanation including 
the possible impact on curlew and other ground nesting birds in the Hadrian’s Wall corridor and 
Wallshield area. The Authority’s Ecologist also explained where existing written evidence had 
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come from regarding curlew and snipe numbers and believed that a site specific survey should 
be undertaken. The Landscape and Forestry Officer said that this point had been made clear to 
the applicant and Forestry Commission from the start of discussions on the Wallshield 
Scheme. 
 
Several members referred to point (c) and spoke about the visual impact of the scheme especially 
in the Hadrian’s Wall Corridor. The general view was that an application for forestry planting of 
this scale at this site was wholly inappropriate. Concerns remained with regards the lack of 
information relating to the ecological impact of the scheme and, whilst mention of a permissive 
access route had been made by the Forestry Commission in their Environmental Impact 
Assessment opinion response, no details had been made available to the Authority.   
 
In this regard the Landscape and Forestry Officer explained that the land being planted up would 
remain as Access Land until the review of access maps. If, at that stage it was deemed that there 
was a canopy cover, the land would be removed as Access Land (likely in 15 – 20 years). The 
existing public rights of way would remain as rights of way but, in his opinion, views from these 
would be affected by the scheme. 
 
A member drew links between the reasons for objections being put forward in the report at 
paragraph 7.1 (a) to (d) and the Forestry Commission’s opinion that the scheme did not require 
formal consent under Environmental Impact Assessment regulations. The member asked that, as 
much of the information on what was lacking could be provided through the Environmental Impact 
Assessment process, what scope there was for the Forestry Commission to rescind their opinion 
in this respect.  The member further asked whether further options were available to the Authority 
to challenge the Forestry Commission in respect of their Environmental Impact Assessment 
opinion. The Legal Adviser stated that this could only be challenged via Judicial Review.   
 
A member proposed that the Authority should comment on both the Environmental Impact 
Assessment process and the English Woodland Grant Scheme application for Wallshield Farm.   
 
A member referred to the timber extraction practicalities of the scheme and said that the site visit 
had shown the narrow roads would make haulage access very difficult. 
 
Members were made aware of work the Authority was currently undertaking with partners such as 
Local Nature Partnerships on opportunity mapping, identifying four new woodlands. This 
demonstrated clearly the Authority was supporting forestry in the National Park and had a track 
record of supporting woodland creation. It was suggested this point should be stressed to the  
Forestry Commission and in any public statement. 
 
Recommendations 
 
Cllr John Riddle summed up the members’ discussion and proposed the Authority objected to the 
English Woodland Grant Scheme application for Wallshield Farm for the reasons set out in 
paragraph 7.1 of the report with a number of minor amendments to points (a) to (d), seconded by 
Cllr Johnny Wilson.  
 
The reasons for objecting included the potential impact on archaeology in the area; the ecological 
impact of the scheme, the visual impact of a large scheme in the landscape and the impact upon 
current public access provision, both rights of way and Access Land.  
 
The Chairman summarised the final proposal that the Authority object to the current English 
Woodland Grant Scheme at Wallshield Farm for the following reasons: 

  
a. the lack of evidence on which to assess the full archaeological implications of the planting 

scheme; 
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b. the impact that this planting scheme would have on nationally important ground nesting 

birds and the lack of evidence on which to assess the full ecological effects on the site 
and surrounding habitats. Existing data and recent observations confirm ground nesting 
bird activity but the Authority feels that the significance of the effect that this forestry 
proposal would have on these bird populations cannot be appropriately assessed without 
site specific survey data being made available; 
 

c. the strong impact upon the landscape character of this part of the World Heritage Site 
corridor and views into and from the application site, including recognition that this 
scheme would more than double the existing woodland cover in the Thirlwall Common 
Landscape Character Area. The scale and nature of this application is wholly 
inappropriate for this highly sensitive landscape location; and 
 

d. the impact upon peoples’ enjoyment of the National Park whilst using the existing rights 
of way and Access Land on and adjacent to Wallshield Farm and, subject to confirmation 
of a satisfactory clause being included within the English Woodland Grant Scheme 
contract, the fragmentation of Access Land.  

 
Members unanimously  
 

RESOLVED to object to the English Woodland Grant Scheme application at Wallshield Farm, 
Haltwhistle for the following reasons: 
 
a. the lack of evidence on which to assess the full archaeological implications of the planting 

scheme; 
 

b. the impact that this planting scheme would have on nationally important ground nesting 
birds and the lack of evidence on which to assess the full ecological effects on the site and 
surrounding habitats. Existing data and recent observations confirm ground nesting bird 
activity but the Authority feels that the significance of the effect that this forestry proposal 
would have on these bird populations cannot be appropriately assessed without site 
specific survey data being made available; 
 

c. the strong impact upon the landscape character of this part of the World Heritage Site 
corridor and views into and from the application site, including recognition that this scheme 
would more than double the existing woodland cover in the Thirlwall Common Landscape 
Character Area. The scale and nature of this application is wholly inappropriate for this 
highly sensitive landscape location; and 
 

d. the impact upon peoples’ enjoyment of the National Park whilst using the existing rights of 
way and Access Land on and adjacent to Wallshield Farm and, subject to confirmation of a 
satisfactory clause being included within the English Woodland Grant Scheme contract, 
the fragmentation of Access Land. 

 
The Chairman referred to members’ concerns regarding the Forestry Commission’s screening 
opinion that their consent was not required for this application under the Environmental Impact 
Assessment regulations and proposed an additional recommendation (e): 
 
‘the Authority did not agree with the Forestry Commission’s screening opinion that their consent 
was not required for this application under the Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) 
regulations, and would ask the Forestry Commission to consider revisiting this decision’ 
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The recommendation was seconded by Cllr Alan Sharp and unanimously agreed by members 
who  
 

RESOLVED to object the English Woodland Grant Scheme at Wallshield for the following  
additional reason: 
 
e. the Authority did not agree with the Forestry Commission’s screening opinion that their 

consent was not required for this application under the Environmental Impact Assessment 
(EIA) regulations, and would ask the Forestry Commission to consider revisiting this 
decision. 

 
The Chief Executive advised members that the Authority’s objection would be taken to a Forestry 
and Woodland Advisory Committee meeting scheduled for early September 2014 and that he 
would formally ask the Forestry Commission to review their Environmental Impact Assessment 
opinion and advise him of their decision in this regard. 

 
 

The meeting ended at 1135.  
 
 
 


