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Report 5: Wallshield 2 Woodland Creation Grant Consultation 

1. Purpose of Report 
 

1.1 To agree the Northumberland National Park Authority’s (‘the Authority’) response to a 
consultation by the Forestry Commission (FC) on a Woodland Creation Grant (WCG) 
application concerning the planting of a further 33.18 hectares forestry plantation at 
Wallshield Farm, Haltwhistle, located 3 kilometres north of Hadrian’s Wall in the National 
Park and within the World Heritage Site Buffer Zone. 

 
2. Recommendations  

 
The Authority is recommended to object to the Woodland Creation Grant application 
for Wallshield 2 for the reasons set out in paragraph 11.1. 

 
 

3. Implications 
 

a) Financial 
 

There are no further costs anticipated to the Authority at this point in time. 
 
b) Equalities 

 
An Equality Impact Assessment has been undertaken for the Farming and Rural Enterprise 
work area (which includes woodlands) and no negative or positive impacts of woodland 
planting were identified in terms of Equality. 
 
c) Link to Business Plan 

 
Whilst the Wallshield 2 woodland creation proposal if approved would have a limited 
positive effect on delivering the new native woodland outputs identified within the 
Authority’s 2017 – 2021 Business Plan, the 17.62 hectares of associated new native 
woodland would contribute towards Authority’s target of 200 hectares each year, the 
scheme is primarily a commercial productive woodland, containing 89% non-native conifer 
species. The proposals do not meet the principles of ‘Right Tree in the Right Place’ as 
stipulated within the Business Plan, (see background paper 1). 
 
If implemented as proposed the scheme would have an overall detrimental effect to 
delivering the aims sought by the Authority within the current Business Plan. 

 
 

4. Background 
 

4.1 Wallshield 1 - English Woodland Grant Scheme (EWGS) 2013. 
In April 2013 the owner of Wallshield Farm (the applicant), consulted the Authority on a 
woodland creation proposal covering some 77.62 hectares, comprising 59.75 hectares of 
productive conifer and 17.87 hectares of new native woodland. Despite concerns being 
raised, the applicant registered the scheme with the Forestry Commission in September 
2013 who in turn commenced a formal Environmental Impact Assessment (EIA) screening 
consultation process. Following feedback from key stakeholders and in order to address 
some of the concerns raised, the planting scheme was reduced in size to 47 hectares. The 
concerns put forward and mitigation that was taken are set out in the Forestry 
Commission’s Statement of Reasons for EIA Opinion document of July 2014; (background 
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paper 2). An area of 30 hectares was removed from the original proposal on the back of 
the following concerns:- 
 

a) An independently commissioned Landscape Visual Impact Assessment recognised 
the importance of maintaining a degree of visual separation from the existing 
southern edge of Wark Forest and need to keep views to and from Wallshield 
Crags open. The reduction in size from 77 hectares helped achieved that, (para. 
5.1.3).  

b) The Royal Society for the Protection of Birds (RSPB) and Natural England 
highlighted the likely impact of the planting scheme on Higher Level Stewardship 
Options (HLS) put in place on the adjacent land on High Edges Green farm, 
specifically that for ground nesting and wading birds. The planting proposals were 
reduced in order to establish a 300 metre wide buffer of open ground, (para. 5.2). 

c) The proposals were modified to ensure the known archaeological remains on the 
site (rig and furrow features subject to management under environmental 
stewardship options) were not planted upon, (para. 5.4.2). 

d) The proposals were modified and applicant agreed to provide permissive access 
along the existing farm track that runs east to west through the planting scheme  to 
ensure that the two significant areas of existing ‘Access Land’ either side of the 
woodland site remained connected, (para. 5.5).   

 
4.2 The 47 hectare scheme was brought to Members at the Authority meeting on the 18th June 

2014. Members objected to this proposal and as a result, the 47 hectare scheme was 
revisited again by the applicant, who took on board some of the comments from the LVIA 
report and reduced the scheme to 42.7 hectares.  It was this scheme that Authority 
members were asked to consider at a special Authority meeting held on the 13th August 
2014. Details relating to the final Wallshield 1 application and the minutes of that meeting 
are available in meetings archive on the Authority’s website. 
 

4.3 In summary, the Authority objected to the Wallshield 1 English Woodland Grant Scheme 
application on the following grounds:- 

 
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 ground nesting birds and the 
lack of evidence on which to assess the full ecological effects on the site and 
surrounding habitats; 
 

c) The impact upon the landscape character of this part of the Hadrian’s Wall World 
Heritage Site corridor and views into and from the application site as assessed by 
the Landscape and Forestry officer; 

 
d) The impact upon people’s enjoyment of the National Park whilst using the existing 

public rights of way and Access Land on and adjacent to Wallshield farm and, 
subject to confirmation of a satisfactory access clause being included within the 
EWGS contract,  the fragmentation of that Access Land; 

 
4.4 It was acknowledged that whilst there may have been financial benefit for the applicant as 

a result of this EWGS application, these were likely to be outweighed by the negative 
effects arising from the woodland proposals and impact upon the special qualities of the 
National Park.  

https://northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/ITEM-8-Wallshield-Farm-Woodland-Grant-Scheme.pdf
https://northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/wp-content/uploads/2017/06/ITEM-8-Wallshield-Farm-Woodland-Grant-Scheme.pdf
https://www.northumberlandnationalpark.org.uk/about-us/committees-and-plans/national-park-authority/national-park-authority-archive/
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4.5 As the Authority is a statutory consultee and the objection was being upheld, the 
application was referred to the regional Forestry and Woodland Advisory Committee, who, 
on hearing representations from both the applicant and the Authority, produced and made 
public their recommendation in favour of the applicant. This was passed to the Forestry 
Commissioners who in turn advised the Forestry Minister to approve the application. The 
EIA screening and EWGS application processes were formally concluded on the 9th 
December 2014, with the application being subject to three conditions, see background 
paper 3. 
 

4.6 Disappointingly Condition 1 has never been met. This stipulated that the tree planting had 
to be set out in line with that indicated in the EWGS planting plan, the same plan used for 
the EIA screening process. This and other short comings remain a concern for the 
Authority. 

 
4.7 For clarification, the Wallshield 2 Woodland Creation Grant application that the Authority is 

being asked to consider today relates to the same 33.18 hectare area of land that was 
removed from the 2013 Wallshield 1 application on the back of the concerns stated in 4.1 
and 4.3 above. 

 
5. Wallshield 2 – Woodland Creation Application 

 
5.1 The Wallshield 2 proposed woodland planting scheme is located on Wallshield farm on the 

upper catchment slopes of the Tipalt Burn, 6km north of Haltwhistle and within the 
Hadrian’s Wall World Heritage Site Buffer Zone; (see Appendix 1). Hadrian’s Wall lies 
2.9km to the south, with the nearest scheduled part of the monument, the Roman aqueduct 
being 700 metres due south. The southern edge of Wark Forest lies approximately 560 
metres to the north and in terms of elevation, the low point is 210 metres above sea level 
just east of the farm buildings in the south rising to 275 metres on top of Rushey Hill to the 
north east of the site. The farm holding is some 113 hectares in size comprising improved 
in-bye land to the south around the farm buildings and semi-improved grassland further 
north across a former colliery site that has subsequently been reclaimed (Appendix 4). 
There are some semi mature small conifer and mixed shelterbelts present and the former 
42.7 hectare Wallshield 1 planting site lies immediately to the west. This Wallshield 2 
application would effectively merge with the Wallshield 1 scheme and form a single block 
of forestry plantation approximately 76.5 hectares in size. 

6. Planting Design and Pre-application Consultation. 
 

6.1 In 2018 the applicant successfully applied to the Forestry Commission for a Woodland 
Creation Planning Grant and used this to commission ecological and archaeological 
surveys and a Landscape Visual Impact Assessment of the application site. The reports 
and subsequent planting design plan were circulated to key stakeholders in November 
2019 for initial comment. The Authority fed back some pre-app. comments (background 
paper 4) which the applicant sought to take on board and a Design Concept Plan was 
produced (Appendix 2), and commented upon in April 2020, (background paper 5). 

6.2 Wallshield 2 - EIA Screening 
Since the scheme exceeded the size threshold for woodland creation within a sensitive 
area (2ha.), the applicant then sought the Forestry Commission’s opinion as to whether the 
proposals to establish 33.18 hectares of predominantly productive woodland within the 
World Heritage Site and National Park would require EIA Consent. Key stakeholders 
(NNPA, Natural England, Historic England, Environment Agency, RSPB, Joint Local 
Access Forum, adjacent land owner), were consulted in July 2020 and the Authority 
submitted further comments as requested (background paper 6). A site visit was held on 4th 
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September 2020 and screening meeting held via MS Teams on the 18th September. 
Adjustments were made to the planting design along the northern edge of the site, 
following landscape and visual concerns raised by the land owner at Scotchcoultard. 
Despite receiving sustained concerns from a number of the above consultees on the likely 
landscape, ecological and hydrological effects of the woodland creation proposals, the 
Forestry Commission concluded on the 20th October 2020 that the proposals did not 
require consent under the Environmental Impact Assessment (Forestry) (England and 
Wales) Regulations 1999 (as amended). The stated reasons for this decision are set out in 
the case Issues Log. (background paper 7). 

7. Wallshield 2 – Woodland Creation Grant 2020 
 

7.1 On the 20th October 2020 the Authority and key stakeholders were consulted on a separate 
application for a Countryside Stewardship Woodland Creation Grant submitted to the 
Forestry Commission by the applicant. The supporting material included a compartment 
plan (Appendix 3) and stocking details and it is these proposals that Members are now 
being asked to consider. 
 

7.2 Appraisal 
In reaching an opinion as to the likely impact of this application on the special qualities of 
the National Park the following points have been identified and considered:- 
 

7.3 Historic Environment 
An initial desk based archaeological review of the Historic Environment Record did not 
identify any designated heritage assets within the footprint of the application site. The 
Authority’s Historic Environment Officer commented on the independent archaeological 
report, noting that, whilst carried out by an experienced archaeologist, it was somewhat 
brief, did not make reference to the County’s Historic Environment Record which would 
have drawn their attention to other archive sources like the Hadrian’s Wall National 
Mapping Project data. Nor was there any reference to the land use history of the farm. The 
report also did not consider the visual impacts of the woodland planting scheme on local 
heritage sites, although Historic England have the remit to consider the effects on the 
scheduled monuments and setting of the Hadrian’s Wall World Heritage Site. 

 
7.4 However, the report did conclude that LIDAR and conventional aerial photography reveal 

few historical features of any interest. Not surprising on one hand in that the northern 
slopes of Rushey Hill had been excavated in the past as part of an opencast coal mine that 
covered approximately 25% of the application site, (Appendix 4). More surprising perhaps 
that no reference was made to any rig and furrow features that were originally identified as 
a reason for excluding this area of the holding when submitted as part of the Wallshield 1 
application in 2013, (background paper 2, para. 5.4.2). 
 

7.5 Overall he applicant has taken steps to ensure that historic features that may be adversely 
affected by the planting proposals are known and evaluated in keeping with the UK 
Forestry Standard. Given the previous land use and findings of the independent survey, 
the likelihood of this scheme having a significant effect upon unknown historical features is 
thought to be low. 

 
7.6 Landscape 

From a landscape perspective, whilst the proposed diffuse forest margins and allocation of 
open ground is welcomed, particularly with respect to visual diversity, concerns still remain 
at to the effect that the proposed woodland would have on the openness of and views 
gained from the Thirlwall Common Landscape Character Area, particularly when the trees 
reach maturity. Figure 1 of Appendix 5 shows the extent of the Wallshield 1 planting 
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scheme when viewed from the Pennine Way and Hadrian’s Wall Path National Trails at 
Alloa Lea crags. Lying low down in the landscape it helps combine existing small scale 
blocks of woodland addressing the problem of Scale. However, figure 2 of Appendix 5 
identifies the Wallshield 2 proposals outlined in blue and shows how much more exposed 
this area of land is when viewed from this receptor site. The planting will in effect merge 
the entire Wallshield planting with the southern edge of Wark Forest, giving the impression 
that the existing Kielder Forest blocks are cascading off the limestone plateau and down 
into the Tipalt Burn valley below. Since much of the new planting is on a south west facing 
slope, receptor sites along Hadrian’s Wall and the Whin Sill ridge to the south west will be 
looking on to the planting rather than across it, and as such the productive conifer crop will 
be clearly visible, with the proposed diffuse forest margin planting having little screening 
effect. It is from these receptor sites that the setting and views of the Hadrian’s Wall 
landscape will see the greatest impact.    
 
The Wark Forest Design Plan seeks to address the issue of the hard forest edge currently 
seen on the sky line through restocking proposals but the Wallshield 2 LVIA assessment 
and planting proposal does not appear to take the future management prescriptions of the 
neighbouring forestry blocks into account. The cumulative effect on the landscape 
character and views gained from key receptor sites looking towards and out from the 
Wallshield 2 proposal appear to be overlooked. Rather than seeing the approval of the 
Wallshield 1 site six years ago as providing favourable conditions to promote the 
establishment of the Wallshield 2 site, the two schemes ought to be considered 
cumulatively when assessing the Wallshield 2 application and the combined effects on the 
surrounding open landscape, and indeed the combined effect upon local biodiversity.  
 

7.7 An independent Landscape Visual Impact Assessment (LVIA) (background paper 8) was 
commissioned by the applicant for the Wallshield 2 scheme but unfortunately, unlike the 
Wallshield 1 application, the LVIA did not contain any before and after planting 
photomontages to aid Members visualise the effects of the forestry scheme. Whilst these 
have been asked for they have not been forthcoming. Outlines of the footprint of the 
planting areas have been superimposed onto photographs to aid members understanding 
but the visual effect of 20 metre high trees within these images are not depicted. 
 

7.8 It was noted that none of the 18 receptor sites were given a Visual Receptor Sensitivity 
greater than ‘High’, yet the methodology set out in Table B in paragraph 2.1.34 clearly 
stipulates that:- 

 

 Users of key scenic viewpoints within landscapes designated for their national 
scenic beauty (e.g. within National Parks), or 
 

 Visitors to important nationally or internationally important landscape features or 
buildings with physical, cultural or historic attributes and where views include the 
setting of these features (e.g. World Heritage Sites). 
 

should be given a Visual Receptor Sensitivity of ‘Very High’. All the receptor sites chosen 
for the LVIA lie within both the National Park and Hadrian’s Wall World Heritage Site and 
four of them were associated with two National Trails. The Hadrian’s Wall landscape is one 
of the most sensitive and international recognised landscapes found anywhere in the UK. 

 
7.9 In terms of magnitude of change, four of the receptor sites chosen were on the existing 

footpaths or on Access Land within the application site. Whilst users of these footpaths 
currently experience largely unhindered extensive views of the National Park, World 
Heritage Site and the internationally important geological feature that is the Whin Sill, the 
LVIA assessment indicated that the effect on the views from the rights of way within the 
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site would range from negligible to medium, this despite future users of the footpaths and 
‘Access Land’ finding themselves in close proximity to a 20 metre high productive conifer 
crop in three of the locations, at receptor sites 1, 2 and 9. On the site assessment it was 
noted that the five year old productive crop on the Wallshield 1 had already reached a 
height of approximately 2 metres and was already beginning to have an effect upon views 
out from that site. 

 
7.10 As mentioned in the various consultation responses provided by the Authority, the 

predicted effect of the Wallshield 1 and 2 planting applications on the views both looking to 
the application site, e.g. Alloa Lea Crags and out from it, are, in the view of the Authority’s 
Head of Conservation, likely to see a substantial/moderate effect for visitors and residents 
alike.  

 
7.11 Additional to the LVIA report, the Forestry Commission’s own Landscape specialist has 

also assisted the applicant, endeavouring to integrate the forestry design into the 
surrounding landscape, whilst considering all the constraints and forestry requirements 
needed. This work can be seen in Appendix 2 and is in the Authority’s view, the main 
reason why, from a forestry design perspective, the Wallshield 2 application is one of the 
most comprehensively designed and species diverse schemes that has been assessed in 
recent years. Whilst not been able to alleviate all the Authority’s concerns in this case, this 
approach and level of detail in scheme design is welcomed as it has clearly demonstrated 
the benefits of this more thorough, thought through approach and employs an approach 
that the Authority would like future applicants to aspire to. 
 

8. Natural Environment 
 

8.1 As part of the pre-application process the applicant commissioned an ecological survey, 
both a National Vegetation Classification (NVC) survey and Breeding Bird survey (BBS), 
both of which were undertaken between April and July 2019. The NVC survey did not find 
any priority habitat on site and noted that the historical land use of long-term nutrient 
enrichment and grazing, as well as the restoration of the former colliery, will have degraded 
the grass moorland plant communities that can still be found on adjacent land at High 
Edges Green and on Burndivot Common. The bird survey however, found 38 different 
species on site with 27 confirmed breeding there. Of these, ten were recorded on the UK 
Biodiversity Action Plan (UKBAP) as being red listed, including Skylark (21 territories), 
Cuckoo, Lesser redpoll, Black grouse and Curlew (1 territory). Previous surveys had also 
recorded snipe and lapwing breeding on site but despite this the surveyor concluded that 
‘some nationally and regionally priority bird species are likely to be negatively affected (i.e. 
curlew), while others will respond positively to the creation of the woodland (i.e. black 
grouse)’. 
 

8.2 Authority officers have difficulty with these findings on several counts. Firstly, whilst it was 
encouraging to learn of a small Black grouse lek containing two males, the proposed 
stocking rates of 1,600 stems per hectare for conifers and 1,100 stems per hectare for 
broadleaves is not thought to be conducive of producing long-term Black grouse habitat. 
Black grouse prefer an open edge effect to a woodland planting scheme and traditionally 
this has been planted at 600 stems per hectare. Secondly, it was disappointing that the 
breeding bird survey had not picked up the fact that the Wallshield 2 site lay within the 
Countryside Stewardship Priority Species Targeting area for Curlew and Lapwing, 
Northern Upland Chain Local Nature Partnership Curlew Action Area and RSPB Curlew 
Life funded project area. The site also falls within a ‘hot area’ for curlew as mapped by the 
British Trust for Ornithology (BTO) in a recent study commissioned by the Forestry 
Commission. As Members will be aware, Curlew are a key species for the Hadrian’s Wall 
landscape and have been a priority species for the Authority to conserve and enhance for 
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many years now, with targets being set within the Authority’s Natural Environment Vision 
and current Business Plan. 

 

8.3 More importantly however, studies have shown that productive forestry has a negative 
effect on breeding wader success and hence their long-term abundance. Not just for 
breeding pairs found on the footprint of the proposed forestry scheme, but for birds nesting 
anything up to 700 metres from the site. This will constitute a major land use change that 
has the ability to influence surrounding areas therefore a wider area around the site should 
have been surveyed in order to ascertain the full implications of the planting. This buffer 
effect is largely down to the fact that a wooded habitat attracts predator species such as 
foxes, mustelids, corvids and raptors that would look to the adjacent open moorland as part 
of their hunting territory. Unfortunately the breeding wader survey undertaken for the 
Wallshield 2 scheme focused largely on the footprint of the site with just a few recordings 
being made up to 100 metres outside the site, with these largely focusing on existing areas 
of trees. 

 
8.4 Focusing specifically on Eurasian Curlew, a species that has declined by 48% across the 

UK between 1995 and 2016, most breeding curlew are now concentrated in the uplands of 
northern England and Scotland with a population density typically around 1-2 pairs per 
km2. They commonly live for 20-25 years and are very site-faithful, often returning to the 
same field or patch of moorland each spring. The map in Appendix 7 identifies curlew 
sightings from breeding wader surveys undertaken between 2008 and 2019 by National 
Park staff and volunteers and also includes data provided by the RSPB, BTO and that held 
by the Environmental Records Information Centre North East (ERIC). Whilst there has 
been no formal scientific analysis undertaken on these data to convert it to pairs of curlew, 
records for individual years would indicate that the curlew population at Wallshield is at 
least in line with the current national average of 1 to 2 pairs of curlew per 1km2. The 
sightings increases as you move south, away from the forest edge and open grass 
moorland, with the higher densities being recorded in the improved and semi improved 
fields associated with the well scattered farmsteads in the Hadrian’s Wall area. 

 

8.5 The map in Appendix 7 would also appear to highlight the buffer effect mentioned earlier, 
with few curlew sightings being recorded within 500 metres or even 700 metres of the 
southern edge of Wark Forest. By drawing the anticipated buffer zone around both the 
Wallshield 1 and Wallshield 2 planting schemes and in keeping with the principles 
identified in the scientific studies on wading bird populations, one can estimate the number 
of pairs of curlew that may be directly or indirectly affected by the planting schemes. 
Members should note that the land immediately to the east of the application site on High 
Edges Green is currently in a Countryside Stewardship scheme and receiving payments 
for the management of this grassland for wading birds.  

 
8.6 It has been suggested that the predation issue is being dealt with by the recent introduction 

of a programme of predator control. The difficulty with this is that the issue is only likely to 
become significant from years 20 onwards post planting, when the trees have grown to a 
size that a closed canopy starts to develop and habitat becomes suitable for predator 
species to become established. In short, officers are not satisfied that the applicant has 
identified a means whereby the predation effect on wading birds on adjacent land, resulting 
from this proposed planting scheme, will be resolved in perpetuity.  

 
8.7 Looking at the Design Concept Plan (Appendix 2) initial impressions would suggest that 

this is mixed woodland with significant species diversity, in fact there are no less than 
seventeen different species indicated in the accompanying stocking details. This is 
welcomed and far exceeds the species diversity that has traditionally been incorporated 
into woodland creation schemes subject to Authority consultation. However, on closer 
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inspection, the supporting information indicates that the productive conifer crop actually 
accounts for 89% of the 53,118 trees to be planted, with Sitka spruce accounting for 78% 
of the mix. Whilst by management area this planting scheme is UKFS compliant, i.e. no 
more that 75% planted with a single species; the diversity of the planting by stem 
percentage is still very disappointing. The Vision for Northumberland National Park states 
that ‘its inspiring and changing landscapes will be characterised by, open spaces, 
tranquillity and diverse habitats’ and whilst better than many productive woodland creation 
schemes that have been previously been consulted upon, 78% single species does not in 
the Authority’s view demonstrate diversity. The planting scheme would be incongruous and 
combined with the Wallshield 1 scheme, visually intrusive with the wider open landscape 
setting of the Thirlwall Common Landscape Character Area and this part of the National 
Park. 

 

8.8 Section 5.2 of the EIA Statement of Reasons for the Wallshield 1 application, it was 
suggested that the mixture of conifer and broadleaved planting has the potential to provide 
habitat for birds of conservation concern such as whinchat, merlin, short eared owl, hen 
harrier and black grouse. Interestingly the breeding bird survey did pick up two leking male 
black grouse just off the site in 2019 but to the Authority’s knowledge, in the five years that 
have passed, none of the other species have been recorded as yet but a pair of Buzzards 
have been seen frequenting the site. Evidence has been collected and provided on the 
current importance of the Wallshield 2 site for its breeding bird assemblages however, no 
equivalent data has been provided for that of the Wallshield 1 site or the speculative list of 
species highlighted in the EIA Statement of Reasons for the previous scheme. 

 
9. Public Access and Rights of Way 

 
9.1 There are three public rights of way that cross the Wallshield 2 application site, namely 

Greenhead public footpaths 26, 27 and 28. The definitive map alignment, available from 
the Highway Authority1, for these footpaths has been superimposed upon the latest version 
of the Wallshield 2 planting plan, see Appendix 6. The first thing to note is that in each 
case, the planting design would appear to actually overlie each of the footpaths to varying 
degrees. If planted as per plan then the trees would constitute an obstruction of these 
rights of way. In the Authority’s initial consultation response to the applicant in November 
2019 we did request that the trees should not be planted within 7 metres of the footpaths 
so as not to cause an obstruction, especially as the trees mature. Should an amended 
application be forthcoming and approved, the Authority would recommend that the 
definitive line for each footpath should be clearly marked out on the ground using frequent 
temporary flag markers during planting so that the footpath alignment is clear for all to see. 

 
9.2 The majority of the area proposed for planting has also been mapped as Access Land but 

it should be noted that woodland is not one of the habitats that qualifies as Access Land 
under the Countryside and Rights of Way Act 2000 (CROW Act), and thus Access Land 
rights to the site could be lost in the future as the woodland establishes. The implications of 
this is not as significant as with the Wallshield 1 application, in that public right of way 
Greenhead 27 will enable walkers to continue to pass between the areas of Access Land 
either side of the proposed planting. 

10. Social and Economic Implications 
 

10.1 The applicant, who currently works in the forestry sector, identified several years ago now 
that traditional hill farming at Wallshield farm was increasingly becoming un-viable. With 
the Government’s current tree planting priorities the proposed extension to the current 

                                                 
1
 Northumberland County Council – Public Rights of  Way mapping tool. 

https://northumberland.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=59bccc5416b144a28def537994bf7d10
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woodland planting scheme is thought to be a more attractive long term option at present. It 
is likely that the remaining improved land on the farm will continue to be let for grazing. 

 

10.2 Concerns have been raised by Mr Andy Saunders, Member of Northumberland National 
Park Authority and the adjacent landowner living at Scotchcoultard farm that lies to the 
north of the application site. Mr Saunders has indicated that the woodland proposals are 
likely to have implications for his property in the future. The property currently enjoys views 
of Wallshield Crags and the LVIA makes the assumption that the area of trees on 
Scotchcoultard, between the farmstead and Walltown Crags will be replanted. It was made 
clear on the site visit that compensatory planting had taken place already and that this 
block was not likely to be replanted. The work undertaken as part of the LVIA exercise has 
identified that views of the Crags and further downstream will be lost as the woodland 
develops and Scotchcoultard is likely to feel enclosed by forestry with Wark Forest to the 
north and the Wallshield plantation to the south. 

 
11. Conclusions 

 
11.1 On the basis of the concerns set out above, it is recommended that the Authority object to 

the Woodland Creation Grant Scheme Application for Wallshield 2 for the following 
reasons:- 

 
a) The combined effect that the woodland creation proposals would have, alongside 

those of the Wallshield 1 scheme,  upon the views and setting within the Hadrian’s 
Wall landscape, particularly for those receptor sites to the south west on the 
Pennine Way and Hadrian’s Wall Path National Trails; and also from the public 
rights of way that cross the application site. The proposals are also likely to have 
detrimental implications for the neighbouring property of Scotchcoultard to the 
north, affecting both key southerly views and also on the sense of place, as 
assessed by the Head of Conservation. 

 
b) The impact that this planting scheme would have on breeding birds, both on the site 

and adjacent to it. In particular affecting the long-term abundance and range of the 
curlew, an IUCN red list near-threatened species as well as a priority species listed 
under the UK Biodiversity Action Plan. The proposals would be counterproductive 
to the numerous funding initiatives being put in place to secure the future of this 
iconic species within the Hadrian’s Wall landscape. 

 
c) The loss of 21 Skylark territories and impact upon other red listed bird species is 

also deemed unacceptable, as is the lack of meaningful species diversity. 
 

d) The current proposals as indicated on the scheme compartment plan would 
overplant and obstruct three existing public rights of way and as such is not in 
keeping with the statutory requirements identified within the UK Forestry Standard. 
 

11.2 It is acknowledged that whilst there may be a financial benefit for the applicant as a result 
of this Woodland Creation Grant application, this is likely to be outweighed by the negative 
effects arising from the woodland proposals and impact upon the special qualities of the 
National Park. 

 
 
Contact Officer:  Robert Mayhew, Head of Conservation 
Telephone:  07502 223320 
email: robert.mayhew@nnpa.org.uk 
 

mailto:robert.mayhew@nnpa.org.uk
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Appendix 1 - Site Location plan; 
Appendix 2 - Wallshield 2 Design Concept plan; 
Appendix 3 - Compartment Plan and Species Composition 
Appendix 4  - Location of former Wallshield Colliery 
Appendix 5 - Wallshield Woodland Planting Schemes from Alloa Lee Crags 
Appendix 6  - Planting Plan A4 - PROW Alignment 
Appendix 7  - Map showing the impact on curlew 
 
Background papers, available upon request:  
 
1) The English National Parks Definition of ‘Right Tree in the Right Place’ 

2) EIA Opinion for afforestation at Wallshield, Northumberland. Forestry Commission 
Statement of Reasons; - July 2014. 

3) Wallshield 1 – Forestry Commission’s EIA screening decision 2014 

4) Wallshield 2 - NNPA Pre-app. response 2019-11 

5) Wallshield 2 - NNPA Pre-app. response 2020-04 

6) Wallshield 2 – NNPA EIA response 2020-07 

7) Wallshield 2 – Environmental Impact Assessment Issues Log 

8) Wallshield 2 – Landscape Visual Impact Assessment
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Appendix 2 - Wallshield 2 Design Concept plan; 
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Appendix 5 - Wallshield Woodland Planting Schemes from Alloa Lee Crags 
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Appendix 6  - Planting Plan A4 - PROW Alignment 



Report 5 :  Wallshield 2 - Woodland Creation Grant Consultation 

 
Northumberland National Park Authority Meeting  
9 December 2020  Report 5: Page 17 of 17 
 

Appendix 7  - Map showing the likely curlew ‘Buffer Zone’ implications of forestry 

 


