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ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

In addition to the above specifically in relation to the
justifications stated in your site sustainability
assessment for BC44 (shown in italics) my objection:s
the Plan are as follows:

Adapt to and mitigate the impacts of climate
change in South Tynesidedisagree strongly with the
neutral rating you hae allocated to this objective. The
impact will clearly be negative as the site floods almo
every winter. The rear gardens of the properties
adjoining BC44 (SBCO051) flood regularly, please ask
residents who obviously are more familiar with the
location than the Planners. Building more residential
properties in this location will increase water runoff,
reduce natural drainage and increase the flood risk.
South Tyneside Council has stated publically that it
wishes to reduce the potential impact of CLINFAT
/11 bD9 &S4G AG Of SI NIe@
and current threat of flooding on this site. Your
assessment is flawed. South Tyneside Council are al
best paying lip service to this objective and at worst
adding to the causes of CLIMATE CHANGE.

g A

SP193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Conserve and enhance biodiversitihis is long
established GREEN BELT land. The development of
will have a huge adverse affect on biodiversity. The
building of an additinal 231 houses will result in a ver
significant increase in the volume of traffic using Moc
Lane which will adversely affect the protected Boldor|
Flats wildlife site and other close by SSSI locations.
More houses, more people, more vehicles, more trafi
more pollution! You state that mitigation will be
required and that there will be recreational
disturbance. This is a very severe understatement of
impact. An increase in disturbance, traffic fumes, a
reduction in air quality, domestic pollution, radtion in




habitat (a minimum of 10ha) are all known factors to
discourage wildlife. BC44 itself is currently home to
many wildlife species, some endangered, including b
birds (including protected species), small rodents anc
mammals such as hedgehogesects. Newts and frogs
have populated garden ponds adjoining the site so al
obviously present on, or close to the site. Migratory
birds use the site for resting and feeding. The site al;
forms a very important element of the WILDLIFE
CORRIDOR lingitthe coast to inland green areas
adjoining the river Wear. As has been pointed out
previously a wire & metal mesh link fence prevents
wildlife movements on the adjoining Training Acaden
site so any potential development of BC44 will furthe|
severely regict wildlife movement through this
important existing corridor. The Final Impact rating f¢
this category should be the most severely negative
RED.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resourcesThe impact of developing BC44 will
significantly increase air pollution with the well
LJdzo f AOA&ASR AYLI AOI GA2Y A
wellbeing. The Green Belt itself is a natural resource,
once gone it will be gone for good. The Council has |
stated objective of being carbon neutral by 2030 but
again the declared intentions of the Council are
contradicted by its actions. The impact of traffic fume
and pollution on air quality will increasespiratory
problems for residents and have a wider ranging imp
beyond the immediate site. Steps to reduce the impa
of climate change will be adversely affected by
increased pollution,building work, lack of infrastructur
to support development, traffi chaos, increased car
use, waste generation and removal, sewage, support
services to potential occupants of an additional 231
homes.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Protecting the Green Belfhe loss of this site
which forms an important and substantial area of Gre




Belt will have a serious detrimental impact on the
Green Belt and as such this aspect should be given t
highest (RED) rating in keeping with the atlamilar
Green Belt sites. Development of this site will reduce
the Green divide between Cleadon and Sunderland K
approximately 50% as referred to in the SLR. The 2(
SLR stated that the development of BC44 would havi
SIGNIFICANT ADVERSE IMPACTaupdiB & S N2
ALISOALFE YR aSLINIGS OKI
Development will obviously increase the urban spraw
increase the merging of Cleadon with Sunderland an
impact significantly on the special character of the
village, all factors conséded to be important in the
original SLR.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Enhancing our Green Infrastructurkfind it
impossible to understand how you have arrived at thi
neutral rating. Reducing the 8t Tyneside Green Belt
by developing 10 ha of productive farm land will have
NEGATIVE impact.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OoBJO7

Objection

Promote sustainable transport and accessibilky]
site of some 231 homes will significantly increase traj
levels and pollution. This rating should be NEGATIVE
Delays of up to 10 minutes at the East Boldon level
crossing is commonplace as is the 3@ute crawl
through East Boldon during the early evening. Parkii
around the local schools is very difficult and traffic
levels create congestion. The speed of the traffic on
A1018, Sunderland Road adjoining the proposed
development is excessive andmbined with the very
high volumes of traffic using this road represents a
serious danger to the public, particularly to pedestrial
Recently hard standing for a speed surveillance vehiy
has been installed close to the Whitburn Road junctiq
but so farthis has done little to reduce speeding
vehicles. East Boldon metro station is too far away
from this site for residents to walk to it to access rail
travel. Therefore they will drive to it by the shortest
route which will take them through Boldon Flatature




reserve, creating disturbance, pollution and destructis
of habitat for wildlife. The speed and volume of traffis
deters residents from crossing this busy road to the &
stops on this stretch of road reducing the accessibilit
to transport facilites. Increased housing adjoining this
road will increase traffic and make the problem even
worse.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Ensures the vitality of our town centres and
villages: | do not agree at all with the positive
assessment assigned for this category and object
strongly to it. Development will have a very NEGATI]
impact upon the local businesses in the village.
Residats are currently reluctant to visit the shops in
Cleadon because of the traffic congestion, the accide
risk and the lack of adequate parking facilities. The
potential increase in road traffic resulting from 231
additional houses will further exacerbatigis. The
proposed homes are to be built for families. Parents
with young children will not walk 1000 metres to visit
the village. The impact will be negative.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Provide bette housing, neighbourhoods and
design: Recent developments in the local area clearly
prove that this impact is negative.

ST2193

| Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Promote healthier people and communiti€ghe
loss of this area of green belt land is significant.
Developing it will have a NEGATIVE impact on the
health of existing residents due to pollution, the
reduction in air quality, respiratory damage, noise,
disturbance, traffic congestion, loss of the proven
beneficial value of green space, fields, trees,
hedgerows, wildlife. In addition new residents will hay
to cope with these health impacts. The borough is
already very densely populated which already leaxs |
health issues among its residents.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically: Point 1.
6a! RFLIXG G2 FYyR YAGAZIFGS
Ay {2dziK ¢e@ySaARSE0DPEKA?




have lived here. Every climate clyganforecaster
expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish in future
years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious surface
will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor will the
proposed use of SUDS necessarily prevent flooding ¢
the site and associated SEWERdIng ( a problem in
many areas where SUDS are employed) . This shou
rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It woy
be helpful if all of tle acronyms used in the report wer
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is greatly impacted
Many migrating birds are seen on this land each yeal
particularly Canadian Geese. This should be rated R
not NEGATIVE.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
It is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? ( c.466s¢a.500
people!!). It categorically WILL. This should be ratec
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at sorpeint on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf S@FyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBI ¢ I OD2ABRNY ASY @ d KK
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /JLw/af{c¢! b/ ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI




How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and thesaociated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast sidé the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in thig
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT hav&N&UTRAL effect as
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0OS&aaArAoAfAle d0 L 2dz ail
publictransport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
GNI FFAO O2y3Sailiizyéod ¢ A
almost laughable if it was not so serious. It WILL res
in traffic congestion. There is trafficrugestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderland. This is designated NEUT}

and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAEE I 3SAaPO . 2dz adl 4SS ad
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
objectivéé @ ¢tKSNBE A& KI NRf &
'shopping' centre. People avoid going there because
it. Hence so many shops failing there over the past f
years as more and more houses have been built in th




village. Whoever researched this got this tdtakrong.
Adding more cars/houses will ensure the new residel
will use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newca
as the current residents do. Oh and by the way we
usually DRIVE to these places because we cannot fii
parking space near East Botdbletro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9.(Encourage and support economic growth
GAOGKAY {2dziK ¢@ySAARSDU
O2yaARSNBR addzAidlofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.) As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. &riefore this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has m:
0KS adlraSySyid GKIFIG aRSQ@S
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFFSOG |3
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curr¢
plan for 231/234 houses on this sivuld create
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are wehaintained by
their owners and the area has a well developed and i
well integrated community spirit. If there are BETTEI
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware 0f
them. If anything the building of 2310or 234 high deng




housing will lower théone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it. This should be rated NEGATIVE not DO
POSITIVE.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state thiatilding these 231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensicafou conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poi
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST2229

A Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary. Your summary states that
overall the use of this GREENBELT site for building
231/234 houses would have an overall neutral impag
(On what?). On Cleadon Villagsidents it would have
a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has got to the |
where the facilities and infrastructure of a village hay
been saturatedgchools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more lo:
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together with major planned housing developments |
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 howseholds being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundary). |
respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically: Point 1.
6! RFLIG G2 FYyR YAGAZIFGS
Ay {2dziK ¢eySaARSE0DPEKA?Z
have lived here. Every climate clygnforecaster
expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish in future




years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious surface
will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor will the
proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent flooding ¢
the site and associated SEWERdIng ( a problem in
many areas where SUDS are employed) . This shou
rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It woy
be helpful if all othe acronyms used in the report wer,
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is greatly impacted
Many migrating birds are seen on this land each yeal
particularly Canadian Geese. This should be rated R
not NEGATIVE.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
It is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems wih importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500
people!!!). It categorically WILL. This should be rate(
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf S@FyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBI ¢ I 002 NRA Yy Bwriigld sifeK §
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{c¢! b/ ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.) The sil
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the

development of 231/234 homes with the consequent




reduction of habitat facilities and the asso@ét
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (lPotect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect |
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0OS&aaArAoAf Al do L 2dz ad|
public transport and isvithin 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
OGN FFAO O2y3SaitArzyéo ¢ F
almost laughable if it was not so serious. It WILL res
in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderland. This is designated NEUT}
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAEE I 3Sa DO . 2dz adl 4GS ad
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S0UAQBSe D ¢ K S NI Claéadon K |
'shopping’ centre. People avoid going there because
it. Hence so many shops failing there over the past f
years as more and more houses have been built in t
village. Whoever researched this got this totally wron
Adding more cars/howes will ensure the new residents




will use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newca
as the current residents do. Oh and by the way we
usually DRIVE to these places because we cannot fir
parking space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
SunderlanéNewcastle. If your assessor had any local
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAUGKAY {2dziK ¢@8ySaARS®DO
O2yaAARSNBR adzAdlofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.) As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore this
should be NEGATIViGt IGNORED.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has m:
0KS adlraSySyid GKIFIG aRSQ@S
housing (234¥ould contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOQODS in this area leading
GSNE LRaAGAGS STFSOG | 3N
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
whichenjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site would create
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maintained by
their owners and the area has a well developed and i
well integrated community spirit. If there are BETTEI
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aavafr
them. If anything the building of 231or 234 high deng
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not




enhance it. This should be rated NEGATIVE not DO
POSITIVE.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REIEHEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negativeeefs in the points
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST2230

L Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary. Your summary states that
overall the use of this GREENBELT sitbuibting
231/234 houses would have an overall neutral impag
(On what?). On Cleadon Village residents it would H
a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village got to the point
where the facilities and infrastructure of a village hay
been saturated (schools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more lo:
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together with mgor planned housing developments a
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 households being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundary). |
respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan orH3.70.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQMAREEN BELT) | object to
the 13 point appraisal on the basis thatstinaccurate
YR YAatSIRAYy3I®D { LISOA F A
mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
teySaiARSé0D ¢KA& &aArAdsS 1




here. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfa
to INCREASE not dinshiin future yearsCovering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site.Nor will the proposed use of SuD|
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associati
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are empbyed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It woy
be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the report we
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is greatly
impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on this land
each year particularly Canadian Geese. This should
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmentdsets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
It is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems with importing food into th&JK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recoverett.is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500
people!!). It categoricallWILL.This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviouslyy
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings Sol do not understand the
NBf S@FyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBFOO2NRAY3I (G2 (GKS I208
should be degloped and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /JLw/af{c¢! b/ ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)The site
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI




How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increasedoollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?.This is DESTROYING OUR GF
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6.(Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
WestMeadows Conservation aredhe roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic
congestion.Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect gour report states. This should be
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0OSaaArAoAfAGe@dO, 2dz adlk 49
transport and isvithin 400m of a bus stop, however
due to the size of the site it could result in traffic

O 2 y 3 S &Thia éyirdedt by your assessor is almog
laughabile if it was not so serioulk.WILL result in
traffic congestion.There is traffic congestion there
already and accidentdlt already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTR,
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE I ASaD0, 2dz adl GS a¢ KA
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00A DS ¢ OANK BARRING i& CléadohlH
'shopping' centre.People avoid going there because ¢
it. Hence so many shops failing there over the past fi
years as more and more houses have been built in th




village. Whoever researched this got this totally
wrong. Adding mae cars/houses will ensure the new
residents will use neighbouring stores in Sunderland
Newcastle as the current residents dOh and by the
way we usually DRIVE to these places because we
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro
take us b Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor hal
any local knowledgehey would know this. This shoul
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and suppeonomic growth
GAOGKAY {2dziK ¢@ySAARSDU
O2yaARSNBR addzAidlofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Residat

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)As the

development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore this shot
be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)l cannot believe your assessor has mac
0KS adlraSySyid GKIFIG aRSQ@S
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFFSOG |3
review the BETTER housing statemeFte current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres eadfour current
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdudreate
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per

dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than the
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, litteringHouses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed and a well integrated community spitit.
there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynesid
am not aware of them. If anything the building of




231or 234 high density housing will lower the toofe
the neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be
rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and
communities.)How can you possibly state thailding
these 231/234 houses MAY also contribute to
improving living standards (for whom7{low can you
claim that building this large number houses will
REDUCE HEALTREQUALITIES in the Borough?. | fir
this totally incomprehensible and nonsensic¥lou
conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects! | think we have covered MANY suc
negative effects in the points above. This point shou
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2239

Neale
Thompson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary: Your summary states that
overall the use of this GREENBELT site for building
231/234 houses would have an overall neutral impac
(On what?).On Cleadon Village residsrit would have
a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has got to the |
where the facilities and infrastructure & village have
been saturated (schoglsnedical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more lo
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together with major planned housing developments |
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 household being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundary).
respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTF®NE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQMAREEN BELT): | object tq
the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is inaccurat
YR YAatSIRAYy3I®D { LISOA F A
mitigate the impacts of climate change in South




teySaARSeV O ¢CKA& arads 1
here. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfa
to INCREASE not diminish in future ye&severing 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site.Nor will the proposed use of SuD|
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associati
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Residat

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It woy
be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the report we
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is grbat

impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on this land
each year particularly Canadian Geese. This should
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding oenvironmental assets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
It is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recoverett.is totally
disingenuoudo state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500
people!!). It categorically WILL.This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviouslyy
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildingsSo | do not understand the
relevance of the qualification in yo@2 Y'Y Sy ( Y 4
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBl ©@02NRAYy3I G2 GKS 3IF209
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS AR RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /JLw/af{c¢! b/ ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.




ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)The site
forms part of a GREENFRASTRUCTURE CORRIDQ
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?.This is DESTROVUIRIGREEN
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). State that
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation are@he roads in this
conservation area are already beseth problems
associated with school parking and traffic
congestion.Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should K
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0OSaaAoAtAG@DO, 2dz adl G
transport and is within 400m of a bus stop, however
due to the size of the site it coutesult in traffic

O 2 y 3 S &Thia éyirdedt by your assessor is almog
laughable if it was not so seriouk.WILL result in
traffic congestion.There is traffic congestion there
already and accidentdt already needs traffic lights,
particularly if yu need to cross Sunderland Road to ¢
on the bus to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTR,
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
vilagesp0 , 2dz ail GS G¢KAA aAl
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00GAPSe Pe KSNE A& KI NF
'shopping' centre.People avoid going there because ¢




it. Hence so many shops failing there over the past fi
years as more and more houses have been built in th
village. Whoever researched this got this totally
wrong. Adding more cars/houses will ensure the new
residents will use neighbouring stores mn8erland or
Newcastle as the current residents d@h and by the
way we usually DRIVE to these places because we
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro
take us to Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor hg
any local knowledgehey would kow this. This shoulq
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAGKAY {2dziK ¢@ySAARSDU
O2yaARSNBR addzAidlofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10.(Increase opportunities for employment and
education and improve living standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore this shot
be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Residemn

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)l cannot believe your assessor has mac
GKS aGdlradSyYySyid GKIG aRSOS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
houshng and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFFSOG | 3
review the BETTER housing statemeFte current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres eadfour curent
plan for 231/234 houses on this site would create
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per

dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than the
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalsm, rowdyism, littering.Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed and a well integrated community spitit.




there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynesid
am not aware of them. If anything the building of
2310r234 high density housing will lower the tone of
the neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be
rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and
communities.)How can you possibly state that buildin
these 231/234 houses MAY also contribute to
improving living standards (for whom7{low can you
claim that building this large number houses will
REDUCE HEALTREQUALITIES in the Borough?. | fir
this totally incomprehensible and nonsensical. You
conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects! | think we have covered MANY suc
negative effects in the points above. This point shou
be asessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2273

Kevin
Griffiths

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary:Your summary states that ove
the use of this GREENBELT site for building
231/234 houses would have an overakutral impact.
(On what?).On Cleadon Village residents it would ha
a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has got to the
where the facilities and fnastructure of a village have
been saturated (schools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more Ig
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together with major planned housing developments |
neighbourirg sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 households being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundary).
respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCRERHEN
BELT) : | object to the 13 point appraisal on the basig
that it is inaccurate and misleading. Specifically: Po|
M® o0a! RFLIWG G2 FyR YAGAITL




changeA y { 2dziK ¢@ySaARSe0®
in this area. Every climate change forecaster expect
rainfall to INCREASE not diminish in future years.
Covering 10 hectares with impervious surface will NC
prevent flooding on the site. Nor will the gposed use
of SuDS necessarily prevent flooding on the site and
associated SEWER flooding (a problem in many arez
where SUDS are employed). This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It woy
be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the report we
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is greatly impacted
Many migrating birds @& seen on this land each year
particularly Canadian Geese. This should be rated R
not NEGATIVE.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
naturalresources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FlI
is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the si@4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500
people!). It categorically WILL. This should be ratec
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objedion

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf SPFyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in thedss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBSF¢d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/ | a{¢tltated ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.




ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRYI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated REMot NEGATIVE.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect |
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I OO0SaaArAoAtAGe@d0d | 2dz &adl (
public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
UGN FFAO O02y3SailiAizyéd BKA
almost laughable if it was not so seriousWtLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlandhis is designated NEUTRAI
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE3ASad0 | 2dz adGF3GS ac¢H
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00APSe @ ¢ K S NJ Claadon K
'shopping' centre. People avoid going there because




it. Hence so many shops failing there over the past fe
years as more and more houses have been built in th
village. Whoever researched this got this totally wron
| ran a business for 1®grs in the village and traffic
congestion became an increasing problem. Your
instruction of a parking officer to police the village
giving people tickets if they parked over the designat
time was ludicrous! This put people off coming to the
village to e the local shops and services. A village
community SHOULD NOT have to pay for parking.
Adding even more cars/houses will ensure more
pollution, more gridlock, less places to park and enjo]
our little area that we live in. What you do require is
more parkng around our East Boldon metro station a:
this is a real problem how on earth you expect that tg
improve with more houses/congestion?? If your
assessor had any local knowledge they would know f{
,2dz OFyQl S@OSYy YIAYyGlAy
they are¢ so how on earth are you going to manage t
extra addition? Our park (green space) is an absolute
RAA3INIOS a @2dz KI @S Wy
I LILJ NBy Gt ed ¢KSNB xyoubardlyi
cut the grass, the top area of the park is justeds..
You want to address the current issues you have for
area to allow current residents to live in a pleasant
environment not add more problems to the mix. This
should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAUKAY {2dziK ¢@8ySaARS®DO
O2yAARSNBR adzAiidlofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
a NEGATIMBEpact not an IGNORED status.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Where is this
employment taking place you fail to attract any
outward investment in this area for jobs. Our schools




are currently oversubscribegimany people in the
village already fail to get their kids in the local schpol
just ludicrous! Therefore, this should be NEGATIVE 1
IGNORED.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
0KS adlrasSYySyid GKFG aRSQS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFSOG | 3t
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yaurent
plan for 231/234 houses on this site would create
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, varigen,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maintained by th
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 231884 high
density housing will lower the tone of the
neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and commiiet)
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that build
this large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough? I find this totally
AYO2YLINBKSYyaAotS yR y2y
dept at South Tyneside Hospital is now operating on
fAYAGSR K2dz2NEX 20KSNJ RSL
residents in South Tyneside need to drive to Sunderl
General instead? How are these extra houses
promoting healthier people in communities when




@2dzONB RSLX SiAy3 GKS 3INJK
and reducing our hospital facilities?? You conclude b
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! hthive
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST2277

Luisa
Mordain

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary: Your summary states that
overall the use of this GREENBELT site for building
231/234 houses would have an overall neutral impac
(On what?). On Cleadon Village residents it would hi
a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still sigraht
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has got to the j
where the facilities and infrastructure of a village havj
been saturated (schools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility, unmaintained parks, road
and pavements etc.) Addingen more load to this
infrastructure just cannot be accommodated (togethe
with major planned housing developments at
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 households being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parisbundary). |
respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREBHEN
BELT) : | object to the 13 pomppraisal on the basis
that it is inaccurate and misleading. Specifically: Po|
M® o0a! RFLIWG G2 FyR YAGAZTL
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢8ySaARS{
that | have lived here. Every climate change forecas]
expects ainfall to INCREASE not diminish in future
years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious surface
NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor will the propos
use of SuDS necessarily prevent flooding on the site
associated SEWER flooding (a problem inynaapas
where SUDS are employed). This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It wou
be helpful if all of the acronyms usetthe report were
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is greatly impacted
Many migrating birds are seen on this land each yeal
particularly Canadian Geese. This should be rated R
not NEGATIVE.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems withimporting food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500
peopld!). It categorically WILL. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point ibs
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NEft S@GFryOS 2F GKS jdz t A FA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBF ¢ ® | OO2NRAY&E. NP Y RES
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shc
rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast sidé the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have BEWITRAL effect as
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I OO0SaaAroAfAtGeds |, 2dz aidl
public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
GNF TFAO O2y3SaiArAzyéd KA
almost laughable if it was not so seriousWtLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlandhis is designated NEUTRAI
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAtfE I 3ASad0 , 2dz adF 4GS aGc¢H
shopping entre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S500A0S¢é o

There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past fgsars as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as t|
current residents do. Oh arby the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to




Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.
This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAOKAY {2dziK ¢&8ySaiRSad0
O2yAARSNBR adzAdlofS F2NJ
alreadyemployed in FARMING the site. Therefore it b
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improvéiving standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12.(Provide better housing neighbourhoods ang
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
0KS adlraSyYySyid GKIFG aRSQ@S
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOQODS in this area leading
veryp@dd A UA DS STFFSOG |3l Ayal
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site would create
MALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maintained bgith
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 2310r 234 high
density housing will lower the tone of the
neighbairhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST1947

Christopher
Mordain

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living




standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGAMNOY
NEUTRAL.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon lfage residents it would have a MASSIVI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti

Christopher , . .. | HO3.7 N and infrastructure of a village have been satath
ST1947 Mordain Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 Summary | Objection (schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)
Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this isIiBhouseholds being added in
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this f
of your building plan on H3.70.
SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PSAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)
Anna _ _ | Ho3.7 o I object to the 13_ point_ appraisal_c_)n the basis that it is
ST1959 Preston Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 ' 0oBJO1 Objection | inaccurate and fisleading. Specifically: P

M® 04! RFLIWG G2 FyR YAGAZTL
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{
Climate change will increase this risk. Your comment
are unintelligible to the layman and refer twher




reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecaster expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevenioibding on the site. Nor will
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would behelpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
shauld be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
is an asset that could be essential where have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues?4@0 cars, ¢.500
people!). It categorically WILL. This should be ratec
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered abme point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf SPFyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
' NBI ¢ & | K&2 ARMSNYUY2S vyl a
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.




ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRYI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and thesaociated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast sidé thhe Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have BWITRAL effect as
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I OO0SaaArAoAtAGe@d0d | 2dz &adl (
public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
UGN FFAO O02y3SailiAizyéd BKA
almost laughable if it was not so seriousWtLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlandhis is designated NEUTRAI
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE3ASad0 | 2dz adGF3GS ac¢H
shoppingcentre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00APSe @

There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping




centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past fgsars as

more and more houses have been built in the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Ohnal by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.
This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAGKAY {2dziK ¢@ySAARSDU
O2yaARSNBR addzAidlofS F2NJ
alreadyemployed in FARMING the site. Therefore it I
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve livingtandards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
GKS aGlradSYySyid GKIG aRSOS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAaAAGAGS SFFSOG | 3t
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdudreate
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maiiriad by their
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel




integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 231or 234 high
density housing will lower the tone af¢
neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building #ee231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclwgle
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poi
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1959

Anna
Preston

Resdent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would havtesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). |espectfully suggest you abandon this pg
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @BAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR




LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)

| oject to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

M® o0a! RFLIWG G2 FyR YAGAZTL
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaAiR{
Climate change will increasis risk. Your comments
are unintelligible to the layman and refer to other
reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecaster expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor wi
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acnyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGAH.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). Thisis a FOOD PRODUCING FlI
is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems withimporting food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500
peopld!). It categorically WILL. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf S@FyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the loss of an




area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBSF¢d | OO2NRAY3I (2 sit&sS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5.(Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The sil
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased polltion and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protecenhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Gnservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect
your reportstates. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OoBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0OSaaAoAtAGe@DPO |, 2dz &adl
public transport and is within 400@f a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
UGN FFAO O02y3SailAizyéd ¢KA
almost laughable if it was not so serioustLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and acdents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderland. This is designated NEUTR
and should be NEGATIVE.




ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE1F3ASadyd ,2dz aGFdS Gk
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00A0S¢é o

There is hardly ANWARKING in Cleadon 'shopping'
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years 4
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more @rs/houses will ensure the new residents will u
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Suwnderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loca
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and suppetonomic growth
GAOGKAY {2dziK ¢@8ySAARSDU
O2Yy&AARSNBR adzAadlotS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
GKS aGladSYSyid GKIG aRSOS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRaAdGA@S STFSOG | 3l
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdudreate




SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maiiriad by their
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 231or 234 high
density housing will lower the tone offi¢
neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state thiatiilding these 231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensica¥.ou conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think w
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1960

Matt Preston

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would hawd ASSIVEL
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilitieshops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3




and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PSAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate andnisleading. Specifically: P
M® o0a! RFLIWG G2 FyR YAGAZTL
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢@ySaAiR{
Climate change will increase this risk. Your comment
are unintelligible to the layman and refev bther
reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecaster expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevenioioding on the site. Nor will
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be felpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
shoud be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). Thisis a FOOD PRODUCING FlI
is an asset that could be essential where veséd
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? (c.480s, c.500




people!). It categorically WILL. This should be ratec
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at sorpeint on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf S@FyOS 2F GKS ljdzl t A FA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBF ¢ d | O02RMIES ViR  di.KNGR
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /Lw/|af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRYI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the assoieid
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO06

Objection

Point 6.(Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
WestMeadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect |
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
I OO0SaaroAftAteds |, 2dz aidl

public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in




UGN FFAO O02y3SailiAizyéd BKA
almost laughable if it was not so seriousWiLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,

particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlandhis is designated NEUTRAI
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE L 3Sad0 |, 2dz adFGS aGc¢H
shoppingcentre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00UA0S¢ o

There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past fgsars as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Ohna by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing hissmployment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
GKS adladSYSyid GKIG aRSOS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAaAGAGS STFFSOG | 3N
review the BETTER housing statement. The current

housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes




which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdureate
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maiiriad by their
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 231or 234 high
density housing will lower the tone offi¢
neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building the&x34/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1961

Andy Swan

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).
On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of i
village have been saturated (schools, medical facilitie
shops, paking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing




developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477) «
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

M® 604! RFLIG G2 FyYyR YAGAZN
OKIy3aS Ay { 2 dzi Keistadlgo&rskh R 4
Climate change will increase this risk. Your comment
are unintelligible to the layman and refer to other
reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecaster exped rainfall to INCREASE not diminish |
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor wi
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resilent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian &ee€his
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). Thisis a FOOD PRODUCING Fl
is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recoveredidttotally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500




people!). It categorically WILL. This should be ratec
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1962

Caol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
relevance ofthdj dz € A FAOI GA2Y AY
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBSF¢d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used fa development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /Lw/ja{¢! b/
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of asGREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRILC
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This iSBRESING OUR GREEN
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO06

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and culturadsets). You state that
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area ardi@ady beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect |
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
I OO0SaaroAftAteds |, 2dz aidl

public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in




UGN FFAO O02y3SailiAizyéd BKA
almost laughable if it was not so seriousWiLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,

particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlandhis is designated NEUTRAI
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE L 3Sad0 |, 2dz adFGS aGc¢H
shopping centréncluding community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00UA0S¢ o

There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few yesrs
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and blyg way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST182

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAUGKAY {2dziK ¢@8ySaARS®DO
O2yAARSNBR adzAiidlofS F2NJ
already employed iFARMING the site. Therefore it h:
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)As the
devdopment of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
iKS adlrdSYSyid (KId aRS@{




housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFFSOG | 3t
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdudreate
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maiiriad by their
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 231or 234 high
density housing will lower the tone ofi¢
neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST1962

Carol
Cramman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state thiatiilding these 231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1962

Carol
Cranman

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MYABISY,
NEGATIVE impact.




(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shepparking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) orwithin 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this f
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident * 3 x
comments
received of
same objection

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PSASTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it i
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

M® 604! RFLIG G2 YR YAGAZN
OKI y3aS Ay { 2Tz &ite is &fydsl &isk.R
Climate change will increase this risk. Your comment
are unintelligible to the layman and refer to other
reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecager expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor wi
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER floodagroblem
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1963

Lisa Murply

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Calian Geese. This
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). Thisis a FOOD PRODUCING FlI
is an asset that coulde essential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste greration issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500
people!!). It categorically WILL. This should be rate
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf S@GFryOS 2F GKS jdz £ A FA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existinglt up

I NBl ¢ d | OO2NRAYy3 G2 GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /Lw/ja{¢! b/ {
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRYI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

Appl

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion




Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
consewation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect &
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0OSaaAoAtAGe@DPO |, 2dz &adl
public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
GNI FFAO O02y3SailArAzyéod BKA
almost laughable if it was not so serioustLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlan@his is designated NEUTRA|
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO08

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAEEF3ASady ,2dz aGF 4GS dac¢H
shoppingcentre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00A0Se @

There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past fgpars as
more and more houses have been built in the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Ohnal by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAGKAY {2dziK ¢@8ySaAaARSd0
O2y&AARSNBR &adzAdlofS F2NJ
alreadyemployed in FARMING the site. Therefore it |
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.




ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve livingtandards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provideetter housing neighbourhoods and
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
0KS adlrasSYySyid GKFG aRSQOS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
very positive ef SO0 I+ Ayaild (KSa!
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site would create
SMALLER lises with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maintained by th
owners and the area has a waleveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 231or 234 high
density housing will lower the tone of the
neighbourhood nbenhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MA also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the lofsan open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects




the points above.
This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1963

Lisa Murphy

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).
On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon residents it wol
hawe a lesser but still significant NEGATIVE impact.)
Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loatb this infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). Fespectfully suggest you abandon this pg
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL BISAMTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLAND ROAD
GREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on #hbasis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:Point 1.
6a! RFLIG G2 FYR YAGAILFGS
AY {2dziK ¢@ySAARSé£0VOD

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Na will the proposed use of SUDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.




ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted.Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildigs. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilYéEéeKS RS@St 2LIYSy
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd F NBI £ d
G. NB gy TAS tdRe develapSdiandiGies riwélt
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated incrased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Clealon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Pronote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adllGS a¢KAE aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arAlT S 27 GKS aAdS Ad O2dA
comment by your assessor is almost laughatbkewas
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is desigriad NEUTRAL and should be NEGATIV

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.) You state
G¢CKAA aAdGS Aa 2dad pnny
including community facilities and shops and therefoi
scored 2 aAdA@Ste 3ILAyad (K
ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping' centre. People
avoid going there because of it. Hence so many sho
failing there over the past few years as more and mo
houses have been built in the village. Wheev
researched this got this totally wrong. Adding more
cars/houses will ensure the new residents will use
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as t|
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we canndtdiparking
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to




Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG K iable far A
SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YSo4
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment dn
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
0 K I (i eloprRest@f this site for housing (234) could
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pos
STFFSOG F3aAFrAyald GKSaS 2064
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent tothis site are aspirational homes which enjc
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N
be BETTER housing than those currently adjaceriteto
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidg
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. If there are BETTER nemirhoods
in South Tyneside | am not aware of them. If anythin
the building of 231or 234 high density housing will
lower the tone of the neighbourhood not enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2




houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in tBerough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. TH point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1965

John
Cramman

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?). On Cled
Village residents it wdd have a MASSIVELY NEGAT]
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would have a
lesser but still significant NEGATIVE impact.) Clead(
Village has got to the point where the facilities and
infrastructure of a village have been saturated (scho
medicalfacilities, shops, parking, road accessibility et
Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RGb5, H3.59 this is 1310 households baddgd in
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this f
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL BISAMSTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLAND ROAD
GREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0d m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{
This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w




impervious surface will NOT preveradlding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ('a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms usiedthe
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

STD66

Chrsitian
James

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. Itis an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!). It
categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildigs. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéeKS RS@OSt 2LIVSyY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € d
G. NR gy TAS tdiRe develdpSdiandiGKe rowtlt
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9:-/9t¢Lhb!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Grednfractucture.)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t




the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and ffiia congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Clealon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roe
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should &
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz aidl 4GS dageiek by pabiclirdhspare
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and accident
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

Appl

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.) You state
G¢CKAA aAGS Aa 2dzad pnny
including community faities and shops and therefore
a02NBa LRaAAGAGSE e | 3lFAYa3
ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping' centre. People
avoid going there because of it. Hence so many sho
failing there over the past few years as more and mo
houses have been built in the village. Whoever




researched this got this totally wrong. Adding more
cars/houses will ensure the new residents will use
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRINE to these places because we cannot find a park
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

Youd GF 6S GKFG aGKAAa &aAadas
SYLX 28 YSyid dzaSé¢o {2YS03
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should beNEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statems
GKFG aRS@St2LIYSY( 24FcouldK A
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
SFFSOO F3IArAyad GKSAS 204
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes whanjoy
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadhave low incidents
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. If there are BETTER neighbourhoc




in South Tyneside | am notvare of them. If anything
the building of 231or 234 high density housing will
lower the tone of the neighbourhood not enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). Howwaou claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negee effects! | think we
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poi
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1966

Chrsitian
James

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use loist
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?). On Cled
Village residents it would have a MASSIVELY NEGA
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would have a
lesser but still significant NEGATIVE iotpaCleadon
Village has got to the point where the facilities and
infrastructure of a village have been saturated (scho
medical facilities, shops, parking, road accessibility e
Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommdated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PISAMSTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOR LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAD
GREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig




inaccurate and misleadig. Specifically:Point 1.

6a! RFLIG G2 FyYyR YAGAILFGS
Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaARSeé0®

This site floods BBRY year that | have lived here. Evq
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used irth
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could be essential where we have problems with
importing faod into the UK. Once it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYylYéE§EeKS RS@OSt 2LIYSy
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € ¢
. NPy FTASER ardSa aKkKzdz R




should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
w9{ hwet¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/79tc¢Lhb!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associatedricreased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Clealon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should k
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Pronote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz adl 4GS a¢KAa aAisS Aa
and is within 400nof a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already aratiaents.
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.) You state
G¢KA& aAlGS Aa 2daAadG pnny




including community facilities and shops and therefol
scored 2 aAdA@Ste 3IALAyad (K
ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping’ centre. People
avoid going there because of it. Hence so many sho
failing there over the past few years as more and mo
houses have been built in the village. Wheev
researched this got this totally wrong. Adding more
cars/houses will ensure the new residents will use
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we canndtdiparking
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO09

Objecton

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz adl 4GS GKFG aGKAA fa A
SYLX 228YSyid dzaSé¢ o {2YS0 7
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIV&t IGNORED.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKFG aRS@OSt 2LIYSY( 24FcouldK A
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po
SFFSOO F3IrAyad GKSAS 204
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes whanjoy
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER

houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N




be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleatdhave low incidents
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. If there are BETTER neighbourhoc
in South Tyneside | am notvare of them. If anything
the building of 231or 234 high density housing will
lower the tone of the neighbourhood not enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI’

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities,
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claimatth
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effectghink we
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poi
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1972

lain Paterson

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use loist
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?). On Clea
Village residents it would have a MASSIVELY NEGA
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would have a
lesser but still significant NEGATIVE intpaCleadon
Village has got to the point where the facilities and
infrastructure of a village have been saturated (scho
medical facilities, shops, parking, road accessibility
Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommdated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris




boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @ESAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCFREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically: Point 1.
64! RIFLIWG G2 YR YAGAZILGS
AY {2dziK ¢@ySAARSé£0VD

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived herey E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and assated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migratirgrds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.




ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildigs. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilGvYeéetKS RS@OSt 2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € d
G. NR gy TAS tdiRe develdpSdiandiGKe rowtlt
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
w9{ hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/9t ¢Lhb!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes ‘ithe
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO06

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Clealon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roe
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with ¢c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.) You state
G¢KAA aAildsS Aa oSttt aSND{
400m of a bus stop, however due to the size of the si
itcouldresultini N FFAO O2y 3S&aiA?2
your assessor is almost laughable if it was not so




serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion. There is
traffic congestion there already and accidents. It

already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.) You state
G¢CKAA aAdS Aa 2dzad pnny
including community facilities and shops and therefol
a02NBa LRAAGAGSE R | 3LAYa3
ANY PARKING in Cleackimopping' centre. People
avoid going there because of it. Hence so many sho
failing there over the past few years as more and mo
houses have been built in the village. Whoever
researched this got this totally wrong. Adding more
cars/houses will esure the new residents will use
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastldf your assessor had any local
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

.2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA& &aAld
SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YSo4
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIWi&t IGNORED.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot bekeve your assessor has made the stateme
GKFG aRSOSE2LIYSyd 27F (KA




contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
STFSOG 3IrAyald GKSaS 20¢
BETTER hging statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which en;
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidg
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integd
community spirit. If there are BETTER neighbourhod
in South Tyneside | am not aware of them. If anythin
the building of 231or 234 high density housing will
lower the tone of the neighbourhood not enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not BCEJPOSITIVE|

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you oighat

building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effglctl think we
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1977

Steven Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use lait
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?). On Cled
Village residents it would have a MASSIVELY NEGA
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would have a
lesser but still significant NEGATIVE iotpaCleadon
Village has got to the point where the facilities and




infrastructure of a village have been saturated (scho
medical facilities, shops, parking, road accessibility e
Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommdated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this f
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION  SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ayd m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢8ySaARS{
This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent floodioig the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
grealy impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental sets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to




state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildigs. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéetKS RS@OSt 2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLJ | NBI & ¢
G. NB gy TAS tdRe develapBdiandiGie riwlt
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO{hwe¢ ' b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.)

The site forms pamf a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. iSId&ESTROYING OUR
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets)

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Sbaast side of the
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation arealllNOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adldS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however doghe
aAl S 2F GKS aAaxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needsraffic lights, particularly if you need tg
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adllGS a¢KAE aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
tKSNEF2NE a02NBa LRaAAUAD
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more houses have been built i thllage.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places besawe cannot find a parking
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Speci€

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

. 2dz aidl 4S G Ktlcahsidérddksaitable foh
SYLX 28 YSyid dzaSé¢o {2YS0 7
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)
As the development of this site could result in one




person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIW&t IGNORED.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
0KFG aRS@St2LIYSy Ul 24 could
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFSOOG 3IrAyald GKSaS 20¢
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes whanjoy
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadhave low incidents
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. If there are BETTER neighbourhod
in South Tyneside | am notvare of them. If anything
the building of 2310or 234 high density housing will
lower the tone of the neighbourhood not enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUAMIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poi
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1978

Michelle Lee

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.
Your summary states that overall the use of this




GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?). On Clea
Village residents it would hava MASSIVELY NEGATI]
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would have a
lesser but still significant NEGATIVE impact.) Clead(
Village has got to the point where the facilities and
infrastructure of a village have been saturated (scho
medical facities, shops, parking, road accessibility et
Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being aitde:
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL BISANSTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLAND ROAD
GREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:Point 1.
6a! RFLIG G2 FyYyR YAGAILFGS
Ay {2dziK ¢e@ySAARSé0VOD

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares wi
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Mangnigrating birds are seen on




this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYylYéEEeKS RS@OSt 2 LIVUBIy
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLd | NBI & g
G. NEgyFTASER aAaiSa &aK2dzZ A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/9t ¢L hib!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site formgart of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACTRIs is DESTROYING OUR
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Clealon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of




Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roe
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.) You state
G¢CKAa aAldGS Aa ¢Sttt aSNDS
400m of a bus stop, however due to the size of the si
itcouldresultini N FFAO O2y3Saidaiz
your assessor is almost laughable if it was not so
serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion. There is
traffic congestion there already and accidents. It
already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.) You state
G¢CKAA aAlGS Aa 2dad pnny
including community facilities and shops and therefol
scored 2 aAdA@Ste 3IFLAyad (K
ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping’ centre. People
avoid going there because of it. Hence so many sho
failing there over the past few years as more and mo
houses have been built in the village. Wheev
researched this got this totally wrong. Adding more
cars/houses will ensure the new residents will use
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we canndtdiparking
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this. This should be
designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)




. 2dz adldS GKIF G add&ukable farA (
SYLX 28YSy(d dzaSéo {2YS01%
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities forrployment and
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKIFIG GRS@GSt2LIYSy (i 24 could A
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFFSOG F3aAFrAyald GKSaAS 2064
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes whanjoy
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadhave low incidents
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. If there are BETTER neighbourhoc
in South Tyneside | am notvare of them. If anything
the building of 231or 234 high density housing will
lower the tone of the neighbourhood not enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 284
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by




saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n¢
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think v
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST1980

Ashan
Ahmed

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Yaur summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?). On Cled
Village residents it would have a MASSIVELY NEGA
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would have a
lesser but still significant NEGATIVE impact.) Clead(
Village has got to the point where the facilities and
infrastructure of a village have been saturated (scho
medical facilities, shops, parking, road accessibility
Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). |espectfully suggest you abandon this pe
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOQRNE/SUNDERLAND RQAREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2Ay0d m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{

This site floods EVERY year thadve lived here. Even
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the




site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent floodirg on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ('a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhartgiediversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particulgrCanadian Geese.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset {
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and wast
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously anysreenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéeKS RSOSt2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
existingd dzA £ G dzLJ | NBI ¢ ® 1 00
G. NPogyFASER aArAdSa aKzdz R
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
w9{hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

Appl

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the




consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NELRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and ¢tutal assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roe
in this conservation areare already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST233

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adlGdS a¢KAaE aAridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
sizeofthesiteiO2 dzf R NBXadzZ & Ay
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particulaif you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle

This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages)

,2dz a0l 4GS a¢KAA aAldsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there becauaddé. Hence
so many shops failing there over the past few years 4
more and more houses have been built in the village|




Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores iSunderland or Newcastle as the
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they woul@now this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz aidl G4S O K lcdnsiderédrsiitable Zoh
SYLX 22 YSyid dzaSt¢ {2YS02F
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increasepportunities for employment and
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site.
Therefore this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Pecific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statems
GKFdG aRS@St2LIYSyd 27F (KA
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBRHOODS in this area leading to a very posi
SFFSOO F3IArAyad GKSAS 204
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yd
current plan for231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents of
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyislittering. Houses
are well maintained by their owners and the area has
well developed and a well integrated community spiri




If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 231or 234 high ddgsi
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How carnyou possibly state that building these 231/23
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehersible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2343

Dr Robert M
Lee

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would haviesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris




boundary). |espectfully suggest you abandon this pe
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCFREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis thasit
Ayl OOdz2NI GS YR YAAE S| RAY
to and mitigate the impacts of climate change in Soul
teySaARSe£0D CKA& aAadas 1
knowledge of this.. Every climate change forecaster
expects rainfall to INCREASE natidish in future
years. Covering 10

hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sul]
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associatt
SEWER

flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) . This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report wereexplained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian Geese. This sk
be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resdent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UKOnce it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).
Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢




on its periphery with buildings. So | do notderstand
iKS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS |jdzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBSF¢d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS
should be developed ahGreenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Greafractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congst
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report states. This should be REIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz a0l 4GS a¢KAAa aAldsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however dudhe
aAl S 2F GKS aAaxdasS Ad O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion. Th
is traffic congestion there already and accidents. It




already needs trafti lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality olur town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adl 4SS a¢KAA aAldsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
GKSNEF2NBE a02NBa Ll2aAlAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. Peofe avoid going there because of it. Hence
many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
This is poorly researched. Adding more cars/ houses
ensure the new residents will use neighbouringres

in Sunderland or Newcastle as the current residents
do.Residents usually DRIVE to these places becausg
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro |
take us to Sunderland/ Newcastle.This demonstrates
complete lack of local knowledge byyraassessor. Thi
should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

. 2dz aidl G0S (K lcahsidéradksaitable oA
SYLX 28YSyid dzaSé {2YS2yS
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunitidsr employment and
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

0oBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
201 G08YSyd GKIG 4R8BS

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFFSOG F3aAFrAyald GKSaAaS 2064




BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site

are aspirational homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5
acres each. Your current pldor 231/234 houses on
this site would create SMALLER houses with only 0.]
acres per dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housil
than those currently adjacent to the site. The
neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents of pub|
disorder, vandalism, rowdsm, littering. Houses are
well maintained by their owners and the area has a W
developed and a well integrated community spirit. | a
unaware of BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
The building of 231or 234 high density housing will by
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It isastonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensiblend nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | have
raised MANY such negative effects in the points aboy
This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2366

lan Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected Yo|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an ollerg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village resid¢
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (Of
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities anohfrastructure of a
village have been saturated (schools, medical facilitie




shops, parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbourg sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG
H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477) (
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREHRHEEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading.Specifically:

t2Ay0 m® oa! RFLIW (2 clmfi®
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaAiR{
have personal knowledge of this.. Every climate char
forecaster expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevent floaty on the site. Nor will
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This sh
be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

Appl

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly im@acted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian Geese. This sh
be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding oenvironmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!l). It




categorically WILL. This should be rated NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

Appl

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBF¢®d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORTNAND
9-/9t¢Lhb![ /JLw/|af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How earth can your assessor state that
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURENKANEING IT. This
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO06

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the siteiis close proximity to
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with schibjparking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report states. This should be NEGATI
not NEUTRAL.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz adllGS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the




aAl S 2F GKS aAaxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL residttraffic congestion. There
is traffic congestion there already and accidents. It

already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz aGdl 4GS a¢KAA aAidsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
thereforescdNB & L2 aAGA @St e |3l
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Henc
many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Thisis poorly researched. Adding more cars/ houses
ensure the new residents will use neighbouring store
in Sunderland or Newcastle as the current residents
do.Residents usually DRIVE to these places becaus¢
cannot find a parking space near East Boltitetro to
take us to Sunderland/ Newcastle.This demonstrates
complete lack of local knowledge by your assessor. |
should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9.(Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a aAd
SYLX 228YSyid dzaSé¢ {2YS2yS
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on tisée. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)
It is astounding that your assessor has made the




statementi KI i aRS@St 2LIYSyid 2
(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
STFSOG 3IrAyald GKSaAS 20¢
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which enj
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N
be BETTER housing than those currently adjatoetine
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incide|
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. | am unaware of BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The building of
231or 234 high density housing will be detrimental to
the tone of the neighbourhood as opposed to
enhancing it. This should be rated NEGATIVE not
DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
largenumber houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | have
raised MANY such native effects in the points above.
This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2367

Pauline
Palmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected Yo|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village resid¢
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATMpact. (On Eas|




Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has ¢
the point where the facilities and infrastructure of a
village have been saturated (schools, medical facilitie
shops, parking;oad accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477) «
within 200 netres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL @BCTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDcRERHEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it i
inaccurate and misleading.Specifically:
t2AYyG M® 64! RFLIG G2 Yy
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaa

A< ¢

é

This sié floods EVERY year that | have lived here. Ej
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w|
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of Subtessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJO2

Objection

Point 2.(Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this landeach year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIEi$an asset that
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihoodf air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting ouGreenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYéetKS RSOSt 2LIVSyY
the loss of an area of Greenbadinld adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLdJ | NBI & ¢
G. NEgyFTASER aAaiSa &aK2dzZ F
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes withe
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currentlyless than 200m from the Southeast side of t
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog




in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacentto this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz aGdl 4GS a¢KAA aAidsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serios. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and shoelNBGATIVE.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlG6S a¢KAaE aAridsS Aa
centre including community facilities astiops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years ¢
more and more houses have beeuilbin the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these @tes because we cannot find a parkil
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz adG1 4GS GKFEG aaKAA &aAl




SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YSo4
FARMING the site. Therefore it haNBGATIVE impac
not an IGNORED status.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide bettdnousing neighbourhoods and
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKFG aRS@St2LIYSyld 2F GK)
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effectag Ayaild (KSaS 202S00A0Q
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Y¢
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houseish only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents of
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Hous
are well maintained by their ownersd the area has a
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 2310r 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI’

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAYlao contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally




incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss an open space (FARMLAND lets not
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think w
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST2368

Vicki Elsey

Resident

App 1

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, dadk road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RGb5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or within200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris|
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREHRHEEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading.Specifically:
t2Ay0d Mo 64! RILIG G2 | yR
OKIy3aS Ay {RdziK ¢eySaiR{

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E




climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w|
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposedse of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
thisland each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOBRODUCING FIELD!. Itis an asset tha
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increasethe likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!"). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4.(Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéeKS RSOSt 2LIVSyY
the loss of an ar& of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € d
G. NEogyFTASER aAaiSa &aKz2dzZ A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/9t ¢Lhb!
This should be rated REDIiMEGATIVE.




ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 dmes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yé&s it
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c4&ésc
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibity.)

.2dz adl 4GS a¢KAa aAisS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WiLresult in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

.2dz adllGS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
I KSNEFT2NE 302NBa LIR2AaAGAL




There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon ‘'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years ¢
more and more houses have been built ire thillage.

Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places besawe cannot find a parking
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.
This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

0OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)
,2dz adlGS GKFEG adGKAA &AM
SYL)X 28YSyl dzaS¢ {2YS02R¢
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGAmp&ct
not an IGNORED status.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housimgighbourhoods and
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKFG aRS@St2LIYSyd 27F (KA
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po
effectagainsttb 8 S 202SO0A PSa¢ d
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which en;
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with oty 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will N{
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incide|




of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed and a well integrated
community spirit. If there are BETTER neighbourhoc
in South Tyneside | am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 2310r 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhancait.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI’

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY alswontribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of aemgpace
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2369

lan Tufts

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accestbility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3




and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or within 200 metres (838f the Cleadon Parish
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @BAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISADBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCRERHEEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading.Specifically:

t2Ayd m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢@ySaAiR{

This ge floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E}
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SsiDecessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
natural resources).
This is a FOODRPDUCING FIELD!. It is an asset thaj
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to




state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase he likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4.(Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéetKS RS@OSt 2LIVSY
the loss of an ar& of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLJ | NBI & ¢
G. NEogyTFTASER aAaiSa &aKz2dzZ A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO{hwe¢ ' b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This should be rated REDtIMEGATIVE.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated REDtIMEGATIVE.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon andVhitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestiom. Building 231 houses with ¢c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7.(Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adldS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAaxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almhtmighable if it was
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
Thisis designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGATI

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adllGS a¢KAE aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past fgsars as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Ohna by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)
C2dz aGFGS GKE G
SYLX 28YS8Syid dzaSé

Somebody is already employedFARMING the site.
Therefore it has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORE

status.

GOUGKAA &aAl

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve livingtandards.)




As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site.
Therefore this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12.(Provide better housing neighbourhoods anc
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
0KFG aRS@St2LIYSyld 2F GK)
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a vsitivpo
STFSOOG 3IrAyald GKSaS 20¢
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yc
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
createSMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents of|
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Hous
are well maintained ¥ their owners and the area has ¢
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 231or 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the ngihhbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state thatiilding these 231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects




the points above.
This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2370

Ashley
Thirlwell

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).
On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would havkesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Objection

Response to South Tyneside Council SLR Sustainab
Appraisal for SHLAA Ref:SBC051 SLR Site Ref BC4
Land a West Hall Farm, Moor Lane/Sunderland Roac
Cleadon

The following represents a formal objection from
Angela Beattie to the South Tyneside SLR Sustainak
Appraisal for SHLAA Ref:SBCOSIR Site referenced
BC44, published August 2019 in theqprgblication
Local Plan.

| wish to object in the strongest possible terms to the
proposal to build houses on the green belt site SLR
reference BC44, SHLAA ref SB051.

Furthermore | wish to challenge the release of any




South Tyneside Green Belt land for developiresnthe
estimated future South Tyneside population figures C
NOT JUSTIFY BUILDING HOUSES ON GREEN BEI

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

In addition to the above specifically in relation to the
justifications stated in your site sustainability
assessment for BC44 (shown in italics) my objection:s
the Plan point by point, are as follows:

w M® !'RFELIG G2 YR YAGAZL
change in South Tyneside

| disagree strongly with the newtrrating you have
allocated to this objective. The impact will clearly be
NEGATIVE as the site floods almost every winter an(
building an additional 231 houses will only exacerbat
the impact of climate change. The rear gardens of thi
properties adjoinind3C44 (SBC051) flood regularly,
please ask the residents who obviously are more
familiar with the location than the Planners. Building
more residential properties in this location will increas
water runoff, reduce natural drainage and increase tl|
flood risk. South Tyneside Council has stated publica
that it wishes to reduce the potential impact of

/[ Lal¢9 /1! bD9 &Si AG Of
the real and current threat of flooding on this site. Yo|
assessment is flawed. South Tyneside Coaneiht
best paying lip service to this objective and at worst
adding to the causes of CLIMATE CHANGE.

Please provide the evidence you have to support you
rating.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

w Godserve and enhance biodiversity.

This is long established GREEN BELT land. The site
been farmed for many years producing crops very
successfully. The development of BC44 will have a h
adverse affect on biodiversity. The building of an
additional Z1 houses will result in a very significant
increase in the volume of traffic using Moor Lane whi
will adversely affect the protected Boldon Flats wildlif
site and other close by SSSI locations. More houses,
more people, more vehicles, more traffic, neor




pollution! You state that mitigation will be required an
that there will be recreational disturbance. Thisis a v
severe understatement of the impact. An increase in
disturbance, traffic fumes, a reduction in air quality,
domestic pollution, reductio in habitat (a minimum of
10ha) are all known factors to discourage wildlife.

BC44 itself is currently home to many wildlife species
some endangered, including bats, birds (including
protected species), small rodents and mammals suclk
hedgehogs, insas. Newts and frogs have populated
garden ponds adjoining the site so are obviously
present on, or close to the site.

Migratory birds use the site for resting and feeding.

The site also forms a very important element of the
WILDLIFE CORRIDOR linkingdiast to inland green
areas adjoining the river Wear. As has been pointed
previously a wire & metal mesh link fence prevents
wildlife movements on the adjoining Training Acaden
site so any potential development of BC44 will furthel
severely restrictvildlife movement through this
important existing corridor.

The Final Impact rating for this category should be th
most severely negativeRED.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

3. Safeguarding owmvironmental assets and natural
resources

BC44 is a food producing arable farming site. This
resource will be lost!

The Green Belt itself is a natural resource, once gong
will be gone for good. This asset will be lost!

The wildlife which currently oopy the site is a natural
resource and an asset. This will suffer if the site is
developed.

The impact of developing BC44 will significantly
increase air pollution with the well publicised

AYLI AOF(GA2ya F2NJ NBAARSY
The Council has stated objective of being carbon




neutral by 2030 but again the declared intentions of t
Council are contradicted by its actions. The impact of
traffic fumes and pollution on air quality will increase
respiratory problems for residents and have a wider
ranging impact beyond the immediate site. Steps to
reduce the impact of climate change will be adversely
affected by increased pollution, building work, lack of
infrastructure to support development, traffic chaos,
increased car use, waste generation aechoval,
sewage, support services to potential occupants of a|
additional 231 homes. This rating should be NEGATI
RATHER THAN THE VERY MISLEADING RATING |
NEUTRAL ALLOCATED IN THE PLAN.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

w nd® tNRPGSOGAY3T (KS DNEBS
The loss of this site which forms an important and
substantial area of Green Belt will have a serious
detrimental impact on the Green Belt and as such thi
aspect should be given the highest (RED) rating in
keepingwith the other similar Green Belt sites.
Development of this site will reduce the Green divide
between Cleadon and Sunderland by approximately
50% as referred to in the SLR. The 2016 SLR stated
the development of BC44 would have a SIGNIFICAN
ADVERSEat ! / ¢ dzZLJ2y & LINBaSNX
ASLI NFGS OKEFNIOGSNRAGAOS
will obviously increase the urban sprawl, increase the
merging of Cleadon with Sunderland and impact
significantly on the special character of the village, al
factors considered to be important in the original SLR
This highly disproportionate use of Greenbelt
surrounding Cleadon is not justified in the Plan, is
unacceptable to the residents and should be
abandoned before lasting damage is done to the are;
the environment, the wildlife and the residents. Pleas|
provide the evidence you have to support your rating

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

w pP 9YKFYOAyYy3I 2dz2NJ DNEBES\y
| find it impossible to understand how you have arrive
at this neutral rating. Reducing the South Tyneside




Green Belt by developing 10 ha of productive farm la
will have a NEGATIVE impact. Please explain how yi
came to this rating. What evidence do ybave to
support this claim?

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

w cP® tNRUGSOGZ SYKIyOS Iy
heritage and cultural assets.

This site is highly visible on approach from Sunderlar,
or Whitburn and as such is critical in portraying the
image and farming heritage of a North East coast
village. This will be destroyed by any proposed housi
development. The site is very close to a conservatior]
area which will be adversely affected by iresed
traffic, parking and pollution from the proposed
development. This impact rating should be NEGATIV
NOT NEUTRAL. Please explain why you have alloca
neutral rating.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

w Rramote sustainable transport and accessibility.
A site of some 231 homes will significantly increase
traffic levels and pollution. This rating should be
NEGATIVE.

Delays of up to 10 minutes at the East Boldon level
crossing is commonplace as is the 3dune crawl
through East Boldon during the early evening.

Parking around the local schools is very difficult and
traffic levels create congestion.

The speed of the traffic on the A1018, Sunderland R¢
adjoining the proposed development is excessive ani
combined with the very high volumes of traffic using
this road represents a serious danger to the public,
particularly to pedestrians. Recently hard standing fo
speed surveillance vehicle has been installed close t¢
the Whitburn Road junction but so fénis has done
little to reduce speeding vehicles.

East Boldon metro station is too far away from this si
for residents to walk to it to access rail travel. Theref(




they will drive to it by the shortest route which will tak
them through Boldon Flatsature reserve, creating
disturbance, pollution and destruction of habitat for
wildlife.

The speed and volume of traffic deters residents fron
crossing this busy road to the bus stops on this stretc
of road reducing the accessibility to transport faiehk.
Increased housing adjoining this road will increase
traffic and make the problem even worse.

Please confirm the evidence to support your rating.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

w y P 9 witaldyNBourfokrScentres and villages

| do not agree at all with the positive assessment
assigned for this category and object strongly to it.
Development will have a very NEGATIVE impact upc
the local businesses in the village. Residents are
currently reluctant to visit the shops in Cleadon becat
of the traffic congestion, the accident risk and the lac
of adequate parking facilities. The potential increase
road traffic resulting from 231 additional houses will
further exacerbate this. The proged homes are to be
built for families. Parents with young children will not
walk 1000 metres to visit the village.

The impact will be negative. Believe melive here.
How have you arrived at this positive rating? | suspe(
that you have used a des@ assessment? | look
forward to receiving your supporting data.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

w PP 9y O02dzNF IS | yR &dzLILJ
South Tyneside.

By building houses on this Greenbelt land you may w
put agricultural workers out of jobs at a time when we
have been told by National Government that farming
and food production is critical to the future of the UK.
So this rating should be NEGATIVE.

Pkase explain why you have ignored this employmer
impact?




ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

w Mn® LYONBFasS 2LJJ2 NI dzy A
education and improve living standards.
Development of this site will recte employment and
as described. It will also result in reduced living
standards for residents. It should therefore be
NEGATIVE IMPACT.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

W MH® t NP @A R Beigib8uihto8s\ihdK 2 ¢
design.

Recent developments in the local area clearly prove
that this impact is negative. Building 231 houses on &
site of 10 hectares will reduce the quality of housing
stock and adversely affect the neighbourhood. Coung
need to provile evidence to support their very
subjective rating in the Plan.

ST1985

Angela
Beattie

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

w Mo® tNRY20GS KSIFfdKASNJI
The loss of this area of green belt landignificant.
Developing it will have a NEGATIVE impact on the
health of existing residents due to pollution, the
reduction in air quality, respiratory damage, noise,
disturbance, traffic congestion, loss of the proven
beneficial value of green space, figldrees,
hedgerows, wildlife. In addition new residents will hay
to cope with these health impacts. The borough is
already very densely populated which already leads |
health issues among its residents. Please provide me
the evidence you have to supporour rating. It is
nonsense.

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREHRHEEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading.Specifically:

t2Ay0d Mo 64! RILIG G2 | yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E




climate change forecaster expects rainfallNCREASE
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w|
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many arsavhere SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2377

Louse
Bulmer

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could be essential where we have problems with
importing foodinto the UK. Once it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!"). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildigs. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéeKS RSOSt 2LIVSyY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € d
G. NB gy T A S tdRe develdpBdiandiGies riwélt
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/9t ¢Lhb!
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5.(Enhancing our Green infractucture.)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased polloti and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance amquiomote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservatemea. The roads
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz adl 4GS a¢KAa aAisS Aa
and is within 400m of hus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

.2dz adllGS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
I KSNEFT2NE 302NBa LIR2AaAGAL




There is hardly ANY PARKINGIl#adon ‘'shopping’
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years ¢
more and more houses have been built in the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/housewvill ensure the new residents will us
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pat
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Nwcastle. If your assessor had any local
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within Sauth Tyneside.)

,2dz adlrasS GKI G
SYLX 28 Y8yl dzaSé

Somebody is already employed in FARMING the site
Therefore it has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORE

status.

GOGKAA &aAl

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site.

Therefore this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
0KI G RS DS 2 FcouldK
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po
SFFSOO F3IrAyad GKSAS 204
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which emjy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. You
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th




currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon hdesv incidents of
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Hous
are well maintained by their owners and the area has
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware othem.

If anything the building of 2310r 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI’

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point13.(Promote healthier people and communities.
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUAITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the pointsabove.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2377

Lousie
Bulmer

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would havkesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno




be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on thoasis that it is
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2Ayd m® o6a! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢8ySaARS{

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INEHE
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w|
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuUDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas whe3&JDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report wereexplained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with




importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectarMAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilGvYéetKS RSOSt 2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLd | NBI & g
G. NEgyFTASER aAaiSa &aK2dzZ F
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This shald be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated REDt NEGATIVE.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are alreadyda¢ with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars




adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.
This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clirgly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adl 4SS a¢KAA aAldsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
sizeofthesiteiO2 dzf R NXadzZ G Ay
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particulgif you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlla6S a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going thebecause of it. Hence
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more houses have been built in the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring ®res in Sunderland or Newcastle as thi
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge thg would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

. 2dz aidl 4S G K lcahsidéradksaitable foh
SYLX 228YS8Syil dzasSé {2YS02RE
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.




ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportities for employment and
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKFG aRS@St2LIYSyld 2F GK)
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFFSOG F3aAFrAyald GKSaAS 2064
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yc
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents off
public disorder, vandalism, ralyism, littering. Houses
are well maintained by their owners and the area has
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 231or 234 higensity
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people asdmmunities.)
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | firglttitally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some




negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be asss=d as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2379

Kathleen
Clingly

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would havkesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RGb5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

M® 64! RFLIG G2 YR YAGAZN
OKIy3aS Ay { 2 dzi KeistadlgoSriskh R 4
Climate change will increase this risk. Your comment
are unintelligible to the layman and refer to other
reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecaster exped rainfall to INCREASE not diminish |




future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious

surface will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor wi
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resdent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadiare&e This
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
is an asset that could kessential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste genettéon issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500
people!!). It categorically WILL. This should be rate
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf SPFyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existinglt up

I NBF¢d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9.-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{c¢! b/ (g
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the

development of 231/234 homes with the consequent




reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protet enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadovs Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect |
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I O0SaaArAoAtAGe@d0d | 2dz &adl (
public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
GNF FTFAO O2y3SaiArAzyéd KA
almost laughable if it was not so seriousWiLLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderlandhis is designated NEUTRAI
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAfE I 3ASad0 , 2dz adF3GS aGc¢H
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S500A0S¢é o

There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over thast few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village|
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi




more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residentslo. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVEP@SITIVE.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAUGKAY {2dziK ¢@8ySaARS®DO
O2yaARSNBR addzAidlofS F2NJ
already emjoyed in FARMING the site. Therefore it h
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve livingtandards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
0KS adlraSySyid GKIFIG aRSQ@S
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOQODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFFSOG |3
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdudreate
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel
adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maiiriad by their
owners and the area has a welkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware 0f
them. If anything, the building of 2310r 234 high
density housing will lower the tone ofi¢




neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that buildirgese 231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclud by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2104

Andrew
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would havkesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). |espectfully suggest you abandon this pg
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION : SITE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQMAREEN BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig




inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

M® o0a! RFLIWG G2 FyR YAGAZTL
OKFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢8ySaAiR¢
Climate change will increase this risk. Your comment
are unintelligible to the layntaand refer to other
reports that we are not familiar with . This site floods
EVERY year that | have lived here. Every climate ch
forecaster expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface willNOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor will
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a probl
in many areas where SUDS are employed) . This
should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enharngiediversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained fothe public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese. Th
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FlI
is an asset that could be essential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recovered. It is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste generation issues? (c.460 cars, ¢.500
people!). It categorically WILL. This shibbe rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviously any
Greenbelt land is bordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings. So | do not understand the
NBf S@FyOS 2F GKS ljdzl f AFA
development of this site would result in the losisam
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NS ¢d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS




should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/ | af{c¢! bd ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.) The s
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRYI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilities and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shg
rated REMot NEGATIVE.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from the Southeast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation area. The roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic congestion
Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjacent to this
conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL effect
your report states. This should be NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OoBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promte sustainable transport and

I OO0SaaArAoAtAG@d0d | 2dz &adl (
public transport and is within 400m of a bus stop,
however due to the size of the site it could result in
GNI FFAO O02y3SailArAzyéad ¢KA
almost laughable if it was not so serious.WILLresult

in traffic congestion. There is traffic congestion there
already and accidents. It already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderland. This is desitgad NEUTRAL
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAEEF3ASady | 2dz aGF 0SS dac¢H




shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S500A0S¢é o

There is hardly ANY PARKINGIl#adon 'shopping’
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years 4
more and more houses have been built in the village|
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/housewvill ensure the new residents will us
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pat
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Nwcastle. If your assessor had any local
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
GAOGKAY {2dziK ¢2@ySAARSPO
O2yaARSNBR addzAiGlofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Spefdic

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on the site. Therefore, this
should be NEGATIVE not [GRED.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.) | cannot believe your assessor has ma
GKS adladSYSyid GKIG aRSOS
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRAAGAGS STFFSOG | 3
review the BETTER housing statement. The current
housing adjacent to this site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your curre
plan for 231/234 houses on this site wdudreate
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per dwelling.
They will NOT be BETTER housing than those currel




adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon
have low incidents of public disorder, vandalism,
rowdyism, littering. Houses are well maiiriad by their
owners and the area has a welkkveloped and a wel
integrated community spirit. If there are BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside | am not aware of
them. If anything, the building of 2310r 234 high
density housing will lower the tone ofi¢
neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state thiatiilding these 231/234
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2105

Gillian
Hodgson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have aS8/A/EL|
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilitieshaps, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3




and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477)or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon this
of your building plan on H3.70.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2Ay0 mo
change i{ 2 dzii K

6a! RFLIG G2 I yR
teySaiARSé0 D

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor wilthe proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

ORJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Mangnigrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
natural remurces).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to




state that the size of the site MDhectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilvYeéetKS RS@OSt 2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLJ | NBI & ¢
G. NEogyTFTASER aAaiSa &aKz2dzZ A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO{hwe¢ ' b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This shald be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED nEGATIVE.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon andVhitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestiom. Building 231 houses with ¢c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7.(Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adldS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAaxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almhtmighable if it was
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
Thisis designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGATI

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adllGS a¢KAE aridsS Aa
centre inclding community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will |
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the yvave usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)
.2dz adl 4SS GKIG adKA&E &aAl
SYLX 28 YSyid dzaSé¢ {2YS02R3E
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve livingtandards.)
As the development of this site could result in one




person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide bettdnousing neighbourhoods and
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKFG aRS@St2LIYSyld 2F GK)
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effecteadl Ayaid (GKSasS 202SO0A{
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yc
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houseish only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents off
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Hous
are well maintained by their owneend the area has a
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 231or 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by sayinbé loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.




This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2395

Julie Allison

Resident

App 1l

Ste Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would haviesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more loadtthis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST0065

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL PSAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTEINE: H3.70 (MOOR
LANE/SUNDERLAND RQAIDEEN BELT): | object to
the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is inaccurat
YR YAatSIRAYy3I® { LISOA F )
mitigate the impacts of climate change in South
teySaARSeé0D CKA& &aAdsS 1
here. Evey climate change forecaster expects rainfal
to INCREASE not diminish in future ye&@svering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site.Nor will the proposed use of SuD;
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and agated
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.




ST0065

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity). It wou
be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the report we
explained for the public. The migration corridors from
the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is greatly
impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on this land
each year particularly Canadian Geese. ThisldHue
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0065

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmentdsets and
natural resources). This is a FOOD PRODUCING FI
It is an asset that could bessential where we have
problems with importing food into the UK. Once it is
used for building it cannot be recoverett.is totally
disingenuous to state that the size of the site 10.4
hectares MAY increase the likelihood of air pollution
and waste genetion issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500
people!!). It categorically WILL.This should be rated
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt). Obviouslyy
Greenbelt land i®ordered at some point on its
periphery with buildings.So | do not understand the
NEf S@GFryOS 2F GKS jdz t A FA
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBFOO2NRAY3I (G2 (GKS 3208
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9.-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{¢! b/ ¢
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)The site
forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE CORRI|
How on earth can your assessor state that the
development of 231/234 homes with the consequent
reduction of habitat facilies and the associated
increased pollution and traffic congestion have a
NEUTRAL IMPACT?.This is DESTROYING OUR GH
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCING IT. This shc
rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets). You state tl
the site is in close proximity to both the Cleadon and
Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is. Currently less
than 200m from theSoutheast side of the Cleadon
West Meadows Conservation are@he roads in this
conservation area are already beset with problems
associated with school parking and traffic
congestion.Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation arewdll NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states. This should
NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and

I OOS&aadAoAf Al 0O, Bedzedbi puliié
transport and is within 400m of a bus stop, however
due to the size of the site it could result in traffic

O 2 y 3 S aThig @yirdedt by your assessor is almos
laughable if it was not so serioul. WILL result in
traffic congestion.There is traffic congestion there
already and accidentdt already needs traffic lights,
particularly if you need to cross Sunderland Road to |
on the bus to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTR,
and should be NEGATIVE.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
GAEE 1 ASaDP0, 2dz adl 4GS a¢ KA
shopping centre including community facilities and
shops and therefore scores positively against this
202S00A0SE PEKSNBE Aa KI NF
'shopping' centre.People avoid going there because ¢
it. Hence so many shops failing there over the past fi
years as more and more houses have been built in t
village. Whoever researched this gotghotally

wrong. Adding more cars/houses will ensure the new
residents will use neighbouring stores in Sunderland
Newcastle as the current residents d@h and by the
way we usually DRIVE to these places because we
cannot find a parking space near EBsldon Metro to
take us to Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor hg




any local knowledgehey would know this. This shoul
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9.(Encourage and support economic growth
GAUOKAY {2dziK ¢8ySaiRSad0
O2yaARSNBR &addzA Gl ofS F2NJ
already employed in FARMING the site. Therefore it
has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORED status.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)As the
development of this site could result in one person
losing his employment on thete.Therefore this should
be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)l cannot believe your assessor has mac
the statementthatt RS @St 2 LIYSy i 27F
housing (234) could contribute to providing BETTER
housing and NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading
GSNE LRaAdGA@S STFSOG | 3l
review the BETTER housing statemérte current
housing adjacent tehis site are aspirational homes
which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres eadfour current
plan for 231/234 houses on this site would create
SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per

dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than the
currently adjacent tdhe site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, litteringHouses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed and a well integrated community spitit.
there are BETTER neighithoods in South Tyneside |
am not aware of them. If anything the building of
231or 234 high density housing will lower the tone of
the neighbourhood not enhance it. This should be
rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

Appl

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and
communities.)How can you possibly state that buildin
these 231/234 houses MAY also contribute to
improving living standards (for whom7{low can you




claim that building this ke number houses will
REDUCE HEALTREQUALITIES in the Borough?. | fir
this totally incomprehensible and nonsensical. You
conclude by saying the loss of an open space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects! | think we have ared MANY such
negative effects in the points above. This point shou
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0066

lan Fielding

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary:Your summary states that ove
the use ofthis GREENBELT site for building

231/234 houses would have an overall neutral impac
(On what?).0On Cleadon Village residents it would ha
a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE inapt.) Cleadon Village has got to the poi
where the facilities and infrastructure d village have
been saturated (schools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more lo
to this infrastructure just cannot be acconoaated
(together with major planned housing developments |
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 households being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundary).

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL F34SITAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION SITE H3.]
(MOOR LANE/ SUNDERLAND R@MEEN BELT)

| object tot the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it i
inaccurate and misleading.

1. Adapt & mitigate the effects of climate chang@&his
cannot possibly beansidered neutral as the
construction of 231 houses will lead to increased run
from surface water exacerbating an existing problem
with flooding. The site is often waterlogged at the
southern end which is given over to pasture as the
farmer states iis too wet to plant arable crops.
Additionally, water often lies on the surface at the
northern end for several weeks. Itis now widely
accepted that climate change is causing widespread




flooding so it has to be asked why STC have given th
site a neutal rating. It should b&lEGATIVE.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

2. Conserve and enhance biodiversifihis site
comproses arable land under constant cultivation. It
not grazing land. It provides aven for wildlife as it
adjoins a wildlife corridor. Presumably 231 houses w
result in well over 200 cars using Moor
Lane/Sunderland Road daily. This will impact
significantly on the environment viz vehicle/househols
emissions, reduction in wildlife béat, noise and
general pollution. If H3.70 is developed the wildlife
corridor will be reduced to little more than the width o
Sunderland Road at the junction of Moor Lane. This
due to the fact that the Sunderland Football Academy
entirely encirdes by a close mesh fence rendering it
impassable to roaming animals. This site is home to
bats, Grey Partridge (which breed on arable land ang
are on the RSPB "at risk" register) pheasants, hawks
foxes, hedgehogs, amphibians etc. Large numbers
migratory birds rest here overnight including flocks of
Greylag Geese. This should be rateD.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

3. Safeguarding our environmental assets and naturg
resourcesThe impact of traffic fumes and air pollutior
from this number of homes will severely affect air
guality not only in the immediate vicinity but also in
East Boldon and Cleadon village as people try to fino
parking spaces. Development of this site wil)aie

the benefits provided by 10ha of green belt land. Thi
must surely have BEGATIVEnpact.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

4. Protecting our green belfThis is obviously
something in which STC have no interest whatsoeve|
Development will contravene Planning Practice
Guidelines although it appears that STC are writing tl
own in order to justify the sacrifice of this site to
developers. This shouleclvatedRED

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

5. Enhancing our green infrastructurélow can the
development of 10ha of green belt adjacent to a
wildlife corridor be considered to have only a neutral




impact? Who was responsible for this nonsenséfiis
should be rated RED.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

6. Protect, enhance and promote ST's heritage and
cultural assetsH3.70 is in a prominent location and
development will certainly have a significant effect or
the landscape. STC's assessment is surely subjectiy
there would be significant visual impact when
approaching Cleadon from Sunderland or Whitburn.
From ths site thee are unrestricted views across the
green belt to Penshaw monument, Cleadon water
tower and the sea. Farming has taken place round
Cleadon for centuries. Development of arable land s
as H3.70 will contribute towards making farming
unsustainadle thus ending a traditional occupation.
According to the farmer 10% of his turnover comes
from H3.70. A high density modern housing estate h
would be entirely out of keeping with the nature of th¢
village. It is very doubtful that there is sufficteneed
for additional housing to merit development of this sit
and it should be regarded as haviNgGATIVEnpact.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

7. Promote sustainable transport andccessibility231
houses, 200 plus cars with engines idling as they
attempt to access the already busy Sunderland Roac
Moor Lane becoming a "rat run", insufficient parking |
Cleadon and East Boldon Metro station, existing
problems with parking near schts will have a
NEGATIVEot neutral effect on the area.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

8. Ensure the vitality of our town centre and villages:
Development of this site will have a significant impac|
Posibly one part of the site MAY be just 500m from t|
village shops but the southern end will be significantl)
further away. Assuming people will not walk this
distance alongside a very busy main road to the villay
shops or drive there when it is imposslib park, they
will travel to Morrisons in Seaburn, Asda in Boldon, g
to Sunderland meaning there will be little or no benef
to local businesses. Trying to cross Sunderland Roa




foot at busy times is difficult at present. This should |
considered\NEGATIVE.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

10. Agricultural workers may lose their jobs so this
should be considereNEGATIVE.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

12. Providing better housing neighbourhoods and
good designThis is risible. How can the construction
of 231 new houses on green belt improve a
neighbourhood? The impact will be devastating, Thi
building plots proposed will be so small as to be suitg
for low cost housing completely out of character with
the surrounding area. This must surely have a
NEGATIVEnpact.

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

13. Promote healthier people and communities:
Pollution levels will increase and have a negative effe
Loss of geen belt resulting in high density housing wil
have a detrimetal effect on air quality and your
conclusion that construction of 230+ houses will
promote healthier communities is risible. The impact
should be considereNEGATIVE

ST0067

Valerie
Calderwodl

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

SUMMARY

All the above comments were made by the writer
following the initial focus group meeting in July 2016
and following the site assessment of H3.70 the same
year. No comment was ever matdg STC and it would
appear that the comments were never considered or
even read. The overwhelming conclusion must be th
the political decision to develop H3.70 was taken lon(
before the initial consultation process even began an
the planners given theask of justifying it.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL F34SITAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION SITE H3.]
(MOOR LANE/ SUNDERLAND R@MEEN BELT)

| object totthe 13 point appraisal on the basis that it i
inaccurate and misleading.

1. Adapt & mitigate the effects of climate change&his
cannot possibly be considered neutral as the
construction of 231 houses will lead to increased run




from surface water exacerbating an existing problem
with flooding. The site is oftewaterlogged at the
southern end which is given over to pasture as the
farmer states it is too wet to plant arable crops.
Additionally, water often lies on the surface at the
northern end for several weeks. It is now widely
accepted that climate change causing widespread
flooding so it has to be asked why STC have given th
site a neutral rating. It should B¢EGATIVE.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

2. Conserve and enhance biodiversifihis site
comproses arable land under constant cultivation. It
not grazing land. It provides a haven for wildlife as it
adjoins a wildlife corridor. Presumably 231 houses w
result in well over 200 cars using Moor
Lane/Sunderland Road daily. Thifl impact
significantly on the environment viz vehicle/househols
emissions, reduction in wildlife habitat, noise and
general pollution. If H3.70 is developed the wildlife
corridor will be reduced to little more than the width o
Sunderland Road at thanction of Moor Lane. This is
due to the fact that the Sunderland Football Academ)
entirely encircles by a close mesh fence rendering it
impassable to roaming animals. This site is home to
bats, Grey Partridge (which breed on arable land anc
are on he RSPB "at risk" register) pheasants, hawks,
foxes, hedgehogs, amphibians etc. Large numbers (¢
migratory birds rest here overnight including flocks of
Greylag Geese. This should be raiD.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

3. Safeguarding our environmental assets and nature
resources:The impact of traffic fumes and air pollutior
from this number of homes will severely affect air
quality not only in the immediate vicinity but also in
East Balon and Cleadon village as people try to find
parking spaces. Development of this site will negate
the benefits provided by 10ha of green belt land. Thi
must surely have BEGATIVEnpact.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

ORJO4

Objection

4. Protecting our green belfThis is obviously
something in which STC have no interest whatsoeve|




Development will contravene Planning Practice
Guidelines although it appears that STC are writing tl
own in order to justify the sacrificef this site to
developers. This should be rat&ED

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

5. Enhancing our green infrastructurélow can the
development of 10ha of green belt adjacent to a
wildlife corridor be conidered to have only a neutral
impact? Who was responsible for this nonsengdfs
should be rated RED.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

6. Protect, enhance and promote ST's heritgae and
cultural assetsH3.70 is in a prominent location and
development will certainly have a significant effect or
the landscape. STC's assessment is surely subjectiy
there would be gnificant visual impact when
approaching Cleadon from Sunderland or Whitburn.
From this site thee are unrestricted views across the
green belt to Penshaw monument, Cleadon water
tower and the sea. Farming has taken place round
Cleadon for centuries. Delopment of arable land suc
as H3.70 will contribute towards making farming
unsustainable thus ending a traditional occupation.
According to the farmer 10% of his turnover comes
from H3.70. A high density modern housing estate h
would be entirely otof keeping with the nature of the
village. It is very doubtful that there is sufficient neeg
for additional housing to merit development of this sit
and it should be regarded as haviNgGATIVEnpact.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Speific

HO03.7

OoBJO7

Objection

7. Promote sustainable transport and accessibili331
houses, 200 plus cars with engines idling as they
attempt to access the already busy Sunderland Roac
Moor Lane becoming a "rat run", insufficient parking |
Cleadon and Ea Boldon Metro station, existing
problems with parking near schools will have a
NEGATIVEot neutral effect on the area.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

8. Ensure the vitality of our town centre andllages:
Development of this site will have a significant impac|
Possibly one part of the site MAY be just 500m from |
village shops but the southern end will be significantl)




further away. Assuming people will not walk this
distance alongside a vebusy main road to the village
shops or drive there when it is impossible to park, the
will travel to Morrisons in Seaburn, Asda in Boldon, o
to Sunderland meaning there will be little or no benef
to local businesses. Trying to cross Sunderland Road
foot at busy times is difficult at present. This should |
consideredNEGATIVE.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

10. Agricultural workers may lose their jobs so this
should be considereNEGATIVE.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

12. Providing better housing neighbourhoods and
good designThis is risible. How can the &truction

of 231 new houses on green belt improve a
neighbourhood? The impact will be devastating, Thi
building plots proposed will be so small as to be suite
for low cost housing completely out of character with
the surrounding area. This must syrélave a
NEGATIVEnpact.

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

13. Promote healthier people and communities:
Pollution levels will increase and have a negative effe
Loss of green belt resulting in high density housing w
have a detrimetal effect on air quality and your
conclusion that construction of 230+ houses will
promote healthier communities is ristl The impact
should be considereNEGATIVE

ST0068

lain
Calderwood

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

SUMMARY

All the above comments were made by the writer
following the initial focus group meeting in July 2016
andfollowing the site assessment of H3.70 the same
year. No comment was ever made by STC and it wg
appear that the comments were never considered or
even read. The overwhelming conclusion must be th
the political decision to develop H3.70 was takenglon
before the initial consultation process even began an
the planners given the task of justifying it.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @BAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION




SITE: H3.7(MOOR LANE/SUNDERLAND ROBREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2Ayd m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{

This site floods EVERY y#wat | have lived here. Ever;
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
preventflooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve arghhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year ptaicularly Canadian Geese.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELRn lasset that
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air fiation and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviougy any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So I do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilGvYeéetKS RS@OSt 2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € d
G. NPgyFASER aArAdSa aKzdz H
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
w9{ hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/9t ¢Lhb!
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currentlyless than 200m from the Southeast side of t
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent b this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz adllGS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arAl S 2F GKS aAdsS Al O2d#




comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serios. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and shoalldBGATIVE.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz aGdl 4GS a¢KAA aAidsS Aa
centre including communitfacilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more hoses have been built in the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRVE to these places because we cannot find a parl
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz adl 4SS GKIFG adKAa a
SYLX 228YSyild dzaSé {2YSo?2
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE imp
not an IGNORED status.

LU
&
c

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide bettdnousing neighbourhoods and
good design.)
| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg




GKIG GaRS@GSt2LIYSyld 2F (KA
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
effectag Ayaild (KSasS 202SO0A0Q
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yd
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houseish only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their ownerand the area has a well
developed and a well integrated community spirit. If
there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynesid
am not aware of them. If anything the building of
231or 234 high density housing will lower the tone of
the neighbourhood noenhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
housesMAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the los of an open space (FARMLAND lets no
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | think w
have covered MANY such negative effects in the poil
above. This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE
NEUTRAL.

ST2401

Stephen
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI1
NEGATIVE impact.




(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shopsyrking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde:
(477) or wihin 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDGREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2AYyd Mo 66! RFLIG G2 | yR
changeif 2dzi K ¢@8ySAARS&é€0V O

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor wli the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

ORJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating bdire seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
naturalresources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the sit&0.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilYéEéeKS RS@St 2LIYSy
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd F NBI £ d
G. NEgyFTASER aAaiSa &aK2dzZ A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This shald be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT




ENHANCING IT.
This should be rated REDtIMEGATIVE.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon andVhitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestim. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7.(Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz adlla6S a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arl S 2F GKS axdsS Al O2d
comment by your assessor is almtaighable if it was
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
Thisis designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGATI]

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

.2dz adl 4GS a¢KAa aAisS Aa
centre includng community facilities and shops and
0KSNBEF2NE a02NBa LlR2aAiidAag
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years 4
more and more houses have been built in the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the wag usually




DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2402

Ced Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4SS GKIG adKAa a
SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YSo
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

X

1
z

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)

As thedevelopment of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site.

Therefore this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housimgeighbourhoods and
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statems
GKIFIG GaRS@GSt2LIYSyid 2F (KA
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effectagainsttt 8 S 20 2SO0 A FdSa¢ d
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yc
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses withyodl10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents of
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Hous
are well maintained by their owners and theea has a
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 2310r 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not




enhancet.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY alsmontribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of aemgpace
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2402

Cecil Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO37

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
acessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres @) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.




ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISADBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2Ayd m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{

Thissite floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of B8 necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding ( a problem in many areas where SUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2.(Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this landeach year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets ang
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCIN®FIElis an asset that
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihoodf air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!). It




categorically WILL.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting ouGreenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSYyilGYeéeKS RS@OSt2LIVSyY
the loss of an area of Greenbeadinld adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3T o6dzAf G dzLd | NBI € d
G. NPgyFASER aArAdSa aKzdz H
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO{hwe¢ ' b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST@03

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes withe
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT]
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)
. 2dz adl as

GCKAA aAiGsS Aa




and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS Ad O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serios. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and shoaildBGATIVE.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adllGS a¢KAA aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities arstiops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more houses have beeuilbin the village.
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these @ites because we cannot find a parki
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Ste Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a aAad
SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YSo4
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NHSE impact
not an IGNORED status.

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site. Therefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.




ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide bettdnousing neighbourhoods and
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statemg
GKFG aRS@St2LIYSyld 27F GK)
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effectag Ayaild (0KSasS 202S0O0A0Q
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yc
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houseish only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents off
public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Hous
are well maintained by their ownersd the area has a
well developed and a well integrated community spiri
If there are BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 231or 234 high density
housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI|

ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAMlso contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building this large number houses will REDUCE HEA
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the lossaofopen space
(FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in some
negative effects!

| think we have covered MANY such negative effects
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.




ST0403

Simon
Watson

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses woulc
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).
On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, gatgk road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parisl
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCFREREEN
BELY

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading

Specifically:
t2Ay0 Mo oa! RFLIG G2 | yR
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaAiR{

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate diange forecaster expects rainfall to INCREA
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SRVE
flooding (a problem in many areas where SUDS are




employed) .
This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful ifall of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rateBRED not NEGATIVE.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where weave problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? (c.@&ars, ¢.500 people!l!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at soromp
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
the relevance of the qualification in your comment:
G¢KS RSOSt2LIVYSyld 2F (GKAZ
an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing buil
dzLJ F NBI ¢ & HQOBNRNBY (0 &
sites should be developed and Greenbelt should ONI
be used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND
9.-/9t¢Lhb![ [/ Lw/af{¢! b/ ¢
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infrastructure.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.




This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast sidéhef
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The rog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a
NEUTRAL effect as your report states.

This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)
,2dz aidl GS & ¢ KA &publii tiaSspokt &
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arl S 2F GKS axdsS Al O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is tréfic congestion there already and accidentg
It already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need |
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle

This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz a0dl 4GS a¢KAAa aAldsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
therefore scores positively against this ohijes @S £ ¢
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more houses have been built in the village|
Whoever researched this got thistadly wrong. Adding
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as t|




current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par
space near East Bmn Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assessor had any loce
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9.(Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz adl 4SS GKIFG adKAa a
SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YSo
FARMING the site. Therefore it has a NEGATIVE im
not an IGNORED status.

X

1
z

ST2466

Sephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

| cannot believe your assessor has made the statems
thatda RSGSt 2LIYSyd 2F GKAA 3
contribute to providing BETTER housing and
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
SFFSOO F3IArAyad GKSAS 204
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacenbtthis site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx. 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Y
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacenta the site.

The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incidents of
public disorder, vandalism, littering etc. Houses are
well maintained by their owners and the area has a
well-developed and a welhtegrated community spirit.
If there are BETTER neighboustls in South Tyneside
am not aware of them.

If anything the building of 2310r 234 high density




housing will lower the tone of the neighbourhood not
enhance it.
This should be rated NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSI]

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
How can you possibly state that building these 231/2
houses MAY also contribute to improving living
standards (for whom?). How can you claim that
building thislarge number houses will REDUCE HEAI
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. | find this totally
incomprehensible and nonsensical.

You conclude by saying the loss of an open space
6Clwal[! b5 fSGQa y20 F2N&
negative effects!

| think we have caered MANY such negative effects if
the points above.

This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST2466

Stephen
Walker

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses would
have an overall neutral impact. (On what?).

On Cleadon Village residents it would have a MASSI
NEGATIVE impact.

(On East Boldon residents it would have a lesser but
significant NEGATIVE impact.)

Cleadon Village has got to the point where the faciliti
and infrastructure of a village have been saturated
(schools, medical facilities, shops, parking, road
accessibility etc.)

Adding even more load to this infrastructure just cani
be accommodatedt¢gether with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary).

| respectfully suggest you abandon this part of your
building plan on H3.70.




Judith

HO03.7

Responding to the points as set out in the document

ST0122 . Resident App 1 Site Specific 0OBJO1 Objection | 1.  The site floods on a regular basis and should bg
Robinson 0
rated as NEGATIVE
Judith . . .. | H03.7 S 2. The land and surrounding hedgerows are
ST0l22 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 ©BJOZ Objection important habitats for a range of birds and wildlife
3. Housing would not safeguard environmental
ST0122 Judi?h Resident App 1 Site Specific HO03.7 OBJO3 Objection assets. Thi_s food_producin_g figld wou!d be lost and
Robinson 0 replaced with an increase in air pollution and waste
generation
4. GREENBELBHOULD ONLY BE USED FOR
Judith _ _ | Ho3.7 o DEVELOPMENT IF NO OTHER SUITABLE LAND IS
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1l Site Specific 0 OBJ04 Objection | AVAILABLE. THERE ARE MANY BROWNFIELD SI1
ACROSS SOUTH TYNESIDE THAT COULD BE DE]
THIS SHOULD BE RATED NEGATIVE
Judith . : o HO03.7 N 5.  Alarge housing estate would diminish the gree
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Speific 0 ©BJOS Objection infrastructure corridor. This should be rated RED
Judith . . .. | HO3.7 o 6.  Building within 200m of the conservation area w
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 0OBJ0O6 Objection have a NEG%TIVE effect. Not neutral
7. This site is close to 2 bus stops. But, Sunderlan
Judith . . .. | HO3.7 N Road is already dangerous to cross due to the volum
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 ©BJ07 Objection traffic. Add another 230 homes will greatly increase t|
number of accidents and congestion
Judith _ _ | Ho3.7 o 8. I_Due to (_:onsiderable lack of parking it is difficult
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 ' 0oBJ08 Objection | shop in the village unless you walk. This should be
rated negative
Judith _ _ | Ho3.7 o 9. _ This point states that the site i_s not considered
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 0OBJO9 Objection | suitable for employment. It already is used as a farm
which employs people
12. The document states that the new housing woulg
Judith HO3.7 be smaller (0.10 acres per dwelling). This is consider
ST0122 . Resident App 1 Site Specific ' 0oBJ12 Objection | smaller than most houses in the village so it will not
Robinson 0 . . . .
provide better housing or neighbourhoods. This shou
be rated Negative.
13. 1 do not understand how 230 homes would
Judith _ _ | HO3.7 o prom_of[e healthier pe_ople and _communities ??7?
ST0122 Robinson Resident App 1 Site Specific 0 ' OBJ13 Objection | Providing Cleadon with a medical centre would do th;

but we have to travel to Shields, Boldon or Whitn to
see a doctor. This should be NEGATIVE not neutral




genuinely cannot see how building on this greenbelt
site can have a negative impact on Cleadon Village. |
school is at capacity, there are no medical facilities, 1
parking and the traffic is major problem already.

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SOUTH TYNESIDE LOCAL @SAISTAINABILITY
APPRAISAL OBJECTION

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal dhe basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading.

Specifically:
t2Ayd m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySaiR{

This site floods EVERY year that | have lived here. E
climate change forecaster expects rainfall to REASE
not diminish in future years. Covering 10 hectares w
impervious surface will NOT prevent flooding on the
site. Nor will the proposed use of SuUDS necessarily
prevent flooding on the site and associated SEWER
flooding (‘a problem in many areas wheSUDS are
employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report wereexplained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on
this land each year particularly Canadian Geese.
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0208

T Purvis

Residat

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets anc
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once & used for building




it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!"!). It
categorically WILL.

This sould be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some
point on its periphery with buildings. So | do not
understand the relevance of the qualification in your
O2YYSyYyilGvYéetKS RSOSt2LIVSY
the loss of an area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an
SEA&GAY3 o0dzAf G dzLJ | NBI & ¢
G. NEogyTFTASER aiiSa Gréegbdif F
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/9t¢Lhb!
This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Greariractucture.)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic conims
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?.

This is DESTROYING OUR GREEN INFRASTRUCT
ENHANCING IT.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You state that the site is in close proximity to both the
Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area. Yes it is.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. Thegog
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars
adjacent to this conservation area will NOT have a




NEUTRAL effect as your report states.
This should be EGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

2dz AG1GS Gae¢KAA AAGS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however dadghe
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS Ad 02 d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion.
There is traffic congestion there already and acciden|
It already needsraffic lights, particularly if you need tg
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure theitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlG6S a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Hen
so many shops failing there over the past few years g
more and more houses have been built in the village,
Whoever researched this got this totally wrong. Addi
more cars/houses will ensure the neesidents will use
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do. Oh and by the way we usually
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle. If your assor had any local
knowledge they would know this.

This should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE

ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

YoustateK 0 GGKA& &AGS A& y
SYLX 228YS8Syid dzaSé

Somebody is already employed in FARMING the site
Therefore it has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORE
status.




ST0208

T Purvis

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10.(Increase opportunities for employment and
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the site.

Therefore this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCFREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2AYy0 Mo oa! RFLIG G2 lipaR
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢@ySaAiR{
This site floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
floodingon the site. Nor will the proposed use of SuD,
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associati
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where §
are employed) .

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impaced. Many migrating birds are seen on th
land each year particularly Canadian Geéses should
be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of th site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.




ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

oBJa

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
0KS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site woultksult in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

'y SEAAGAY3I o6dzAf G dzLd | N&F
G. NPgyFASER aArAdSa aKzdz H
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{ hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessotrtBtdte
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@GsI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity tj
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already begsdth
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz adllGS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
size of the site it could resultinNJ FFA O O2y




comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestion. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cres Sunderland Road to get on the by
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

Yous 0 0S a¢KAaAa arAdsS Aa ad
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there

because of itHence so many shops failing there over
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This is poorly researched. Adding
more cars/ houses will ensure the new residents will
use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle
the current residents do.Residents usually DRIVE to
these places because we cannot find a parking spaci
near East Boldon Metro to take us to Sunderland/
Newcastle.This demonstrates a complete lack of loce
knowledge by your assessarhis should be desigred
NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a aAd
SYLX 228YSyid dzasS¢o {2YS2y
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impg
not an IGNORED status.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objectbn

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living

standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.




ST0222

John Cudu

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adkrasSySyd GKI @ RS @S

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFSOG 3IFrAyad GKSewde20:¢
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which enj
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwellingeyhvill NOT
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incide|
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed andvell integrated
community spirit. | am unaware of BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The building of
231or 234 high density housing will be detrimental to
the tone of the neighbourhood as opposed to
enhancing it. This should be rated NEGATIVE not
DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improviivgng
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FARMLAND lets not forg@8Y result in
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abové&his point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0222

John Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.
All of these building proposals should be rejected Yg
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|




site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village resids
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGAMp&ct. (On East
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have been saturated (schools, medical facilitie
shops, parking, r&d accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477)
within 200 meres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDcRERHEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it i
inaccurate and misleading. Specificaftgint 1.

6a! RFLIG G2 FyYyR YAGADFGS
Ay { 2dzi K Thi yit€ foddRBVERYR | have
personal knowledge of this.. Byeclimate change
forecaster expects rainfall to INCREASE not diminish
future years. Covering 10 hectares with impervious
surface will NOT prevent flooding on the site. Nor will
the proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent floodi
on the site and ass@mted SEWER flooding ( a problen
in many areas where SUDS are employethis should
be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian GeeBhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).




This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could beessential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generdion issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt landlsrdered at some point
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBftS@FryO0S 2F GKS | dzl
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

'y SEA&GAY 3 cadiigftoithe dov@rnimai
G. NEgyFTASER aAaiSa &aK2dzZ F
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specifi

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities atfue
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR Gl
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@GsI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast sidéhef
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic




congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation area will NOT have a NRBWL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

,2dz a0l 4SS & ¢ KA apublii tiaGspokt &
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arl S 2F GKS &aaxdsS Al O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestion. There is trafficongestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particulg
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Speific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlGS a¢KAa aAridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
GKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAidAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Henci
many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village.
This is poorly researched. Adding more cai@ises will
ensure the new residents will use neighbouring store
in Sunderland or

Newcastle as the current residents do.Residents usu
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to Sunderla
Newcaslke.This demonstrates a complete lack of local
knowledge by your assessorhis should be designatei
NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

2dz a1 GS GKIFG adGKA
dzaS¢ {2Y
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FARMING the site.
Therefore it has a NEGATIVE impact not an IGNORE
status.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve livingstandards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neigblirhoods and
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
a0l aSYSyld GKIG aRS@St 2 LI
(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effectagainstthde S 202S OG0 A BSaé v |
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which enj
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only A0 acres per

dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than thg
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the arbas a well
developed and a well integrated community spirit. | a
unaware of BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyne
The building of 231or 234 high density housing will by
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis slould be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY alsontribute to improving living
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible




and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FAMLAND lets not forget) MAY result ir
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abovéhis point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Janet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected Yo|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village residg
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (Of
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have been saturated (schools, madfecilities,
shops, parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households besmged in (477) or
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70MOOR LANE/SUNDERLAND ROBREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0 Mo o6a! RFLIG G2 | yR
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaAiR{
This site floods EVERY . Idngersonal knowledge of
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the

proposed use of SuDS necessarily praflooding on
the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a problem
many areas where SUDS are employetihis should
be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.




ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve anenhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year pércularly Canadian Geesdhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELEn lasset that
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air dation and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviousy any Greenbelt land is bordered at some po
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBtSglIyOoS 2F GKS | dz|
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

aned a0AYy3 odzAf G dzLJ | NBI € ¢
G. NPy FASER aAridSa aKzdz A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{ hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib !
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reductio of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING
GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCHKS IT.
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity tj
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200fmom the Southeast side of thi
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjaj
to this conservatin area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

L 2dz adl G B wdl ¢edddy padliditrdnsport
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arl S 2F GKS axdsS Al O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestbn. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resdent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz a0dl 4GS a¢KAAa aAldsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
therefore scoredJ2 a A GA @St & | AL Ay 3
is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping' centre
People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This {goorly researched. Adding
more cars/ houses will ensure the new residents will
use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or

Newcastle as the current residents do.Residents usu
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pa




space near East Boldon Me to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle.This demonstrates a complets
lack of local knowledge by your assessbhis should
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9.(Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a and
SYLX 28YSyid dzaSé {2YS2yS
FARMING the sitdherefore it has a NEGATIVE impal
not an IGNORED status.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on tsée.

Therefore this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adraSYSyid GKIG aRS@St 2L
(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFFSOG F3aAFrAyald GKSaS 2064
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housng adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yo
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than thi
currentlyadjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The
building of 231or 234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as




opposed to enhancing itThis should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehasible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | have
raised MANY such negative effects in the points aboy
This point should be assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0192

Patrick Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected
Your summary states that overall the use of this
GREENBELT site for building 231/234 houses would
have an overall neutral impact. | disagree. On Clead
Village residents it would have a MASSIVELY NEGA
impact. (On East Boldon residents it would havesser
but still significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Villa
has got to the point where the facilities and
infrastructure of a village have been saturated (schoc
medical facilities, shops, parking, road accessibility e
Adding even more load tihis infrastructure just canno
be accommodated (together with major planned
housing developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3
and RG5, H3.59 this is 1310 households being adde
(477) or within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Paris
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREHRHEEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on thasis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:
t2Ayi0 mMd 64! RIFLI G2
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢eySa




This site floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sul]
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associati
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areasr&/SUDS
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report wereexplained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian Geese.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0191

JulietMelia

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food intothe UK. Once it is used for building
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!"). It
categoricdly WILL.This should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢
on its periphery withbuildings. So | do not understanc
0KS NBfS@gFy0OS 2F GKS | dz|
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

Iy SEAAGAY3I o6dzAf G dzLd | NEF
4. NB ¢y T shddidbe develbf@dand Greenbelt
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancingur Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and tiiafcongestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@sI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance angromote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows ConservatioearThe roads
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adja;
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThisshould be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

.2dz adl 4GS a¢KAa aAisS Aa
and is within 400m of a bustop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestion. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. lalready needs traffic lights, particularl
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensurehe vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

.2dz adllGS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and




GKSNBEF2NE a02NBa LkRaAiAidAag
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'stgpp
centre. People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This is poorly researched. Adding
more cars/ houses will ensure the new residents will
use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or

Newcastle as the current residents do.Residents usu
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a pat
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle.This demonstrates a completg
lack of locaknowledge by your assessorhis should
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz adla6S GKFEG adGKAA &AM
SYLX 228YSyid dzaSé¢ {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impé
not an IGNORED status.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objectin

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide bettehousing neighbourhoods and
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
aulrasSySyid Gkl

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po
effeOlG | I3+ Ayad GKSaS 2062S0
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yo|
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER hasswith only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than thq




currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their ownerand the area has a well
developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The
building of 231or 234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhanciniy. This should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234houses MAY also contribute to improving livi
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abovéhis point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0191

Juliet Melia

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected. ;|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Villagalesds
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has ¢
the point where the facilities and infrastructure of a
village have been saturated (schaatisedical facilities,
shops, parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 househaldeing added in (477) or




within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70MOOR LANE/SUNDERLAND ROBREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0 Mo oa! RFLIG G2 | yR
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaAiR{
This site floods EVERY . Idngersonal knowledge of
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sul]
necessarily preant flooding on the site and associatec
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve anénhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year pécularly Canadian Geesdhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It seathas
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air polluticand waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).
Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢




on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS |jdzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacett

'y SEAAGAY3I o6dzAf G dzLd | N&F
G. NPgyFASER aArAdSa aKzdz H
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{ hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0053

Susan Rige

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@sI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO06

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of t
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)
,2dz adlGS a¢KAA aridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAadasS Ad 02 d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so seriouslt WILL result in traffic congestion. The




is traffic congestion there already and accidents. It

already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should B&SNTIVE.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adl 4SS a¢KAA aAldsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shapwd
0KSNBEF2NE a02NBa LlR2aAiAidAag
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This is poorly researched. Adding
more cars/ houses will ensure the new residents will
use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle
the current residents do.Residents usually DRIVE to
these places because we cannot find a parkingspa
near East Boldon Metro to take us to
Sunderland/Newcastle.This demonstrates a completg
lack of local knowledge by your assessbhis should
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

.2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA& &aAnd
SYLX 28YSyid dzaSé {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impg
not an IGNOREBatus.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housingeighbourhoods and
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
aldlraSYSyld GKIG aRS@St 2 LI
(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing




NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
effectagaid it (G KS&aS 202S0GAGS3
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yo|
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses witily 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and therea has a well
developed and a well integrated community spirit. | a
unaware of BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
The building of 231or 234 high density housing will by
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also dabute to improving living
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FARMND lets not forget) MAY result in
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abovéhis point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Susan Ridge

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected Yo|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact.

| disagree. On Cleadon Village residentsatild have a
MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant




NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has got to the p
where the facilities and infrastructure of a village havi
been saturated (schools, medidatilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more lo
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together with major planned housing developments |
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59

this is 1310 households beindded in (477) or within
200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundaly).
respectfully suggest you abandon your building plan
on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOQRNE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0d m® o6a! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&8ySaARS{
This site floods EVERY . | have geasknowledge of
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sull
necessarily preventdbding on the site and associatec
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance bigdisity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Cadian GeeseThis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin




it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectafd&\Y
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!"!). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the lossam
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

'y SEA&GAY3 o6dzAf G dzLd | NX
G. NEogyTFTASER aAaiSa &aKz2dzZ A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
w9 { hwt 'b5 Lb 9-/7 9t ¢Thisk
should be raed RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCINGsI$hould be
rated REDhot NEGATIVE.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon an@vhitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building31 houses with c460 cars adjace
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL




effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainableansport and
accessibility.)

2dz AG1GS Ge¢KAA AAGS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS Ad 02 d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic congestion. Th
is traffic congestion there already and accidents. It
already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This isdesignated NEUTRAL and should be NEGATIY

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlG6S a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there becausét.dflence so
many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
This is poorly researched. Adding more cars/houses
ensure the new residents will use neighbouring store
in Sunderland or Newcastle @¢he current residents
do.Residents usually DRIVE to these places because
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro
take us to Sunderland/ Newcastle.This demonstrates
complete lack of local knowledge by your asses3tiis
should be deginated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a aAnd
SYL)X 228yYS8Syid dzaSé¢ {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impg
not an IGNORED status.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)




As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0212

HarryScott

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adrasSYSyid GKIG aRS@St 2L
(234) couldcontribute to providing BETTER housing &
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFSOOG 3IrAyald GKSaS 20¢
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy appx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than thg
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low imdents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The
building of 2310234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities,
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such




negative effects in the points abovéhis pant should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0212

Harry Scott

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected. ;|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact.

| disagree. On Cleadon Village residents it would hay
MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadotadi has got to the point
where the facilities and infrastructure of a village havj
been saturated (schools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more Ig
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together wih major planned housing developments ¢
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59

this is 1310 households being added in (477) or withi
200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundaly).
respectfully suggest you abandon your building plan
on H3.2 andH3.3 and H3.70.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDcRERHEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleadindgspecifically:

t2Ay0 Mo oa! RFLIG (2 | yR
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢&ySaAiR{
This site floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Cogdi®
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sul]
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associatt
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be ratd NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).
It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the




report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian Gee€Bhis

should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be esential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generatbn issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!l). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt lamsl bordered at some point
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
GKS NBtS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

'y SEAA&GA Y IAccodihd taithe dghverimist
G. NPy FASER aArAdSa aKzdz A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
w9{ hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib !
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Pecific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitdacilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@GsI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity tj
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m frothe Southeast side of the
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjaj
to this conservation aa will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

L 2dz adl G B wdl ¢edddy padliditrdnsport
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
arl S 2F GKS axdsS Al O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestiom. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resdent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz a0dl 4GS a¢KAAa aAldsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
therefore scores positively agains 0 KA a 20 2
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This is poorly researdhédding
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as t|
current residents do.Residents usually DRIVE to thes
places because we cannot find a parking space near




East Boldon Metro to take us underland/
Newcastle.This demonstrates a complete lack of loce
knowledge by your assessorhis should be designate:
NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage ansupport economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a and
SYLX 28YSyid dzaSé {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impg
not an IGNORED status.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment ang
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing ngihbourhoods and
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adraSYSyid GKIG aRS@St 2L
(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effectagainsti KSaS 202SO0AJ0Sa¢ g
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which enj
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with oty 0.10 acres per dwelling. They will NC
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incide|
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The
building of 231or 234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThisshould be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.




ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAdIso contribute to improving living
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open spae (FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result i
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abové&his point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0211

Robert
Cassidy

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected Yo|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village reside
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGAiImp&ct. (On East
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have been saturated (schools, medical facilitie
shops, parking,aad accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477) (
within 200 meres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCREHRHEEN
BELY

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0 Mo 64! RFLIG (2 | yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢e&ySaiR{
This site floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge
this.. Every @inate change forecaster expects rainfall |




INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sull
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associats
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian GeeBhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset {
could beessential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generdion issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ0O4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously anysreenbelt land is bordered at some poil
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
0KS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

anexistingd dzA f 4 dzLJ I NBlF ¢ @ 1 OO
G. NPogyFASER aArAdSa aKzdz A
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO9{hwe¢ !' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢LThid!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE




CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reductin of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@sI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Ste Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less tha200m from the Southeast side of th
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adja;
to this consevation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your

report states. This should be NEGATIVE not NEUTR,

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

. 2 dz & lidsifeSs wéllsétved by public transport
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffisngestion. There
is traffic congestion there already and accidents. It
already needs traffic lights, particularly if you need to
cross Sunderland Road to get on the bus to Sunderle
This is designated NEUTRAL and should be NEGAT

ST0223

Gillian
Cucchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlGS a¢KAA aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there becausét.dflence so




many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village.
This is poorly researched. Adding more cars/ houses
ensure the new residents will use neighbouring store
in Sunderland or Newcastées the current residents
do.Residents usually DRIVE to these places becaus¢
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro
take us to Sunderland/ Newcastle.This demonstrates
complete lack of local knowledge by your asses3tiis
should be deggnated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO09

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)
,2dz adlGS GKFG adGKAA &AL
SYL)X 228YS8Syid dzaSé¢ {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impé
not an IGNORED status.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objedion

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
aulrasSySyid GkKI G RS DS

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
SFFSOO F3IAlrAyad (KSewde 20 4
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which enj
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per dwellingeY¥hvill NOT
be BETTER housing than those currently adjacent to
site. The neighbourhood in Cleadon have low incide|
of public disorder, vandalism, rowdyism, littering.
Houses are well maintained by their owners and the
area has a well developed andavall integrated




community spirit. | am unaware of BETTER
neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The building of
231or 234 high density housing will be detrimental to
the tone of the neighbourhood as opposed to
enhancing it. This should be rated NEGATIVE not
DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contributeitoproving living
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FARMLAND letd fayget) MAY result in
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abové&his point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0223

Gillian
Cuccchi

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected. ;|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village reside
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have been saturated (schools, medicalifaes|
shops, parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being addei77) or
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOQRNE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN
BELT)




| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0 Mo o6a! RFLIG (G2 | yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢8ySaiR$
This site floods EVERY . | have gressknowledge of
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sul]
necessarily preventdbding on the site and associatec
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiséy).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Cariad Geese This

should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and vias
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
GKS NBftS@FryO0S 2F GKS | dzl
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacettt an existing built up

I NBFé¢d | OO2NRAYy3I G2 (G(KS




should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb! [ [/ L Whissshogldibé ratédd
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduiton of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCINa@sI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less tha200m from the Southeast side of th
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this consevation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OoBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

Youstateh ¢ KA & &AGS Aa ¢Stf 3
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffi

congestion. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.




ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz ad1GS a¢KAA aradsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
therefore scores positively 3 Ayaid (KA a
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there because of it. Henc
many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
This is poorly remarched. Adding more cars/ houses W
ensure the new residents will use neighbouring store
in Sunderland or Newcastle as the current residents
do.Residents usually DRIVE to these places becaus¢
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro |
take us to Sunderland/ Newcastle.This demonstrates
complete lack of local knowledge by your asses3iis
should be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage ansupport economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz adla6S GKFEG aGKAA &AM
SYLX 28YSyid dzaSé {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impe
not an IGNORED status.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resi@nt

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbdwods and
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
aulrasSySyid Gkl

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
effect againstthes@ 6 2 SOG A FS & ¢ @

Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yo|




current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only0Gatres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than thi
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the areasha well
developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The
building of 231or 234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis shoudl be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY alsontribute to improving living
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FAMLAND lets not forget) MAY result in
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abovéhis point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0213

C V Lakin

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected. Vi
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village reside
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have been saturated (schools, medicalifees|
shops, parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be




accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being addeyir7) or
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOQRNE/SUNDERLAND RQAIREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0d m® oa! RFLIWG G2 I yR
OKIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢@ySaAiR{
This site floods EVERY . | have grasknowledge of
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sull
necessarily preventdbding on the site and associatec
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJ02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhanbediversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particulariCanadian Geesdhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. Itis an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and vtas
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!l). It




categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pc¢
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacettt an existing built up

I NBF¢®d | OO2NRAY3I G2 GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORT AND IN
9-/9t¢Lhb! [ [/ L Whissshoyldibé ratédd
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0053

Keith Wad

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@sI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resdent

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity tj
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently les than 200m from the Southeast side of tl
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)
. 2dz adl as

GCKAA aAiGsS Aa




and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS Ad O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so seriouslt WILL result in traffic

congestion. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

STO0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlGS a¢KAA aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
IKSNET2NE a02NBa LIRaAridAad
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there becausét.dflence so
many shops failing there over the past few years as
more and more houses have been built in the village,
This is poorly researched. Adding more cars/ houses
ensure the new residents will use neighbouring store
in Sunderland or Newcastses the current residents
do.Residents usually DRIVE to these places because
cannot find a parking space near East Boldon Metro
take us to Sunderland/Newcastle.This demonstrates
complete lack of local knowledge by your asses3dns
should bedesignated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a aAad
SYLX 2 @& YSy (iondiscsrEently @nplSyed in
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impg
not an IGNORED status.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education andimprove living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.




ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12.(Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adkrasSySyd GKI @ RS @S

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading toygpesitive
STFSOOG 3IrAyad GKSaS 20¢
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Yo|
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than thg
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintainedby their owners and the area has a well
developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The
building of 2310or 234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthier people and communities
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Borough?. This tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by sayingdbs bf an
open space (FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abové&his point should
be assessed as NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0053

Keith Ward

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.
All of these building proposals should be rejected. ;|




summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On &ton Village residents
it would have a MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have beepaturated (schools, medical facilities
shops, parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 thidgs 1310 households being added in (477) o
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDcRERHEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it i
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t2Ay0 Mo oa! RFLIG (2 | yR
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢@ySaAiR{
This sie floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge ¢
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed useSMDS
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and associati
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0BJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Coserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land eat year particularly Canadian Geegkhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.




ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIEIddnlBsset that
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of apollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!ll). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pq
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
GKS NBtS@FryOS 2F (GKS | dz
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacett

'y SEAAGAY3 o6dzAf G dzLd | NX
G. NEgyFTASER aAaiSa &aK2dzZ F
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST
wO{hwe¢ ! b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib!
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reductin of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCIN@GsI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

SiteSpecific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m frothe Southeast side of the
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa




in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjal
to this conservation aa will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

. 2dz aidl 0SS agemed Ay pabiciréhspart
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestion. Theres traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particulg
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz adlGdS a¢KAaE aAridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
therefore scores positively against this olijes @S £ ¢
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This is poorly researched. Adding
more cars/houses will ensure the new residents will u
neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle as tl
current residents do.Residents usually DRIVE to thes
places because we cannot find a parking space near
East Boldon Metro to take us to
SunderlandNewcastle.This demonstrates a complete
lack of local knowledge by your assessbhis should
be designated NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)




,2dz adl 4GS GKFEG adGKAA &aAd
SYLX 228YSyid dzaSé {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impe
not an IGNORED status.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO37

0OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adrisSyYySyid GKIG aRS@St 2 LI
(234) couldcontribute to providing BETTER housing ¢
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very pot
STFFSOG F3aAFrAyald GKSaAS 2064
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which enj
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER
houses with only 0.10 acres per

dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th¢
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low a@idents of public disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed and a well integrated community spirit. | a
unaware of BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tynes
The building of 2310234 high density housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promotehealthier people and communities.)
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in therBugh?. This tis otally




incomprehensible and nonsensical. You conclude by
saying the loss of an open space (FARMLAND lets n
forget) MAY result in some negative effects! | have
raised MANY such negative effects in the points aboy
This point should b assessed as NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0193

M Tait

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.
All of these building proposals should be rejected. ;|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building231/234 houses would have an overal
neutral impact.
| disagree. On Cleadon Village residents it would hay
MASSIVELY NEGATIVE impact. (On East Boldon
residents it would have a lesser but still significant
NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has gbietpoint
where the facilities and infrastructure of a village havi
been saturated (schools, medical facilities, shops,
parking, road accessibility etc.) Adding even more lo
to this infrastructure just cannot be accommodated
(together with major plannedhousing developments at
neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and RG5, H3.59 this is
1310 households being added in (477) or within 200
metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish boundalty).
respectfully suggest you abandon your building plan
on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCFREREEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it is
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:

t 2AY 0 Mo O mitigie thdlimpacs of cliyh&e
OKIFIy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢@ySaAiR{
This site floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge
this.. Every climate change forecaster expects rainfal
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surfasell NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the

proposed use of SuDS necessarily prevent flooding ¢
the site and associated SEWER flooding ( a problem




many areas where SUDS are employetihis should
be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0216

WR Hutiey

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO2

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to thBoldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian Geese.

This should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding awenvironmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset
could be essential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuouos t
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generation issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILLThis should be rated NEGATIVE n
NEUTRAL.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ04

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously any Greenbelt land is bordered at some pq
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
iKS NBftS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to an existing built uj
I NBF¢d | OO2NRAYy3I G2 (GKS
should be developed and Greenbelt should ONLY be
used for development AS A LAST RESORTNAND
9.-/9t¢Lhb! [ [/ L Whissshogldibé ratédd
RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)

The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How earth can your assessor state that
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reduction of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a




NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NHARNCING ITThis should be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in abogroximity to
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200m from the Southeast side of
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school pargiand traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjaj
to this conservation area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)
,2dz adlGS a¢KAa aAridsS Aa
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by youassessor is almost laughable if it wa
not so serious. It WILL result in traffic

congestion. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland. This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)

,2dz a0l 4GS a¢KAA &A ShOppiRgi
centre including community facilities and shops and
GKSNBEF2NE a02NBa LlR2aAiidAag
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon 'shopping
centre. People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This is poorly researched. Adding
more cars/ houses will ensure the new residents will




use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or

Newcastle as the current residents do.Residents usu
DRIVE to these places because we cannot find a par,
space near East Boldon Metro to take us to Sunderla
Newcastle.This demonstrates a complete lack of loca
knowledge by your assessorhis should be designatei
NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0216

WR Huntky

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO9

Objection

Point 9. (Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)

,2dz a0l 4GS GKIFG adKA&a and
SYL)X 228YS8Syid dzaSé¢ {2YS2yS
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impé
not an IGNORED status.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0216

WRHuntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
adraSYSyid GKIG aRS@St 2 LI
(234) could contributed providing BETTER housing a
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po:
SFFSOO F3IrAyad GKSAS 204
Let us review the BETTER housing statement. The
current housing adjacent to this site are aspirational
homes which enjoy approx 0.2 tof0acres each. Your
current plan for 231/234 houses on this site would
create SMALLER houses with only 0.10 acres per
dwelling. They will NOT be BETTER housing than th
currently adjacent to the site. The neighbourhood in
Cleadon have low incidents of Iplic disorder,
vandalism, rowdyism, littering. Houses are well
maintained by their owners and the area has a well
developed

and a well integrated community spirit. | am unaware
BETTER neighbourhoods in South Tyneside. The




building of 2310or 234 high dsity housing will be
detrimental to the tone of the neighbourhood as
opposed to enhancing itThis should be rated
NEGATIVE not DOUBLE POSITIVE.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ13

Objection

Point 13.(Promote healthiepeople and communities.)
It is astonishing that you state that building these
231/234 houses MAY also contribute to improving liv
standards. What evidence is there that building this
large number houses will REDUCE HEALTH
INEQUALITIES in the Boroughi?s Tis otally
incomprehensible

and nonsensical. You conclude by saying the loss of
open space (FARMLAND lets not forget) MAY result
some negative effects! | have raised MANY such
negative effects in the points abové&his point should
be assesseds NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0216

WR Huntley

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

Summary

Objection

Assessment Summary.

All of these building proposals should be rejected. ;|
summary states that overall the use of this GREENB]|
site for building 231/234 houses would have an overg
neutral impact. | disagree. On Cleadon Village resid¢
it would have a MASSIVELY NB@ETmpact. (On Eas
Boldon residents it would have a lesser but still
significant NEGATIVE impact.) Cleadon Village has
to the point where the facilities and infrastructure of g
village have been saturated (schools, medical facilitie
shops, parkig, road accessibility etc.) Adding even
more load to this infrastructure just cannot be
accommodated (together with major planned housing
developments at neighbouring sites H3.2,H3.3 and R
H3.59 this is 1310 households being added in (477) (
within 200 metres (833) of the Cleadon Parish
boundary). | respectfully suggest you abandon your
building plan on H3.2 and H3.3 and H3.70.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO1

Objection

SITE: H3.70 (MOOR LANE/SUNDERLANDCRERHEEN
BELT)

| object to the 13 point appraisal on the basis that it ig
inaccurate and misleading. Specifically:




t2Ay0 Mo o6a! RFLIG (G2 | yR
OKIFy3aS Ay {2dziK ¢8ySaiR$
This site floods EVERY . | have personal knowledge
this.. Everlimate change forecaster expects rainfall
INCREASE not diminish in future years. Covering 10
hectares with impervious surface will NOT prevent
flooding on the site. Nor will the proposed use of Sul]
necessarily prevent flooding on the site and asdecia
SEWER flooding ( a problem in many areas where S
are employed) .This should be rated NEGATIVE not
NEUTRAL.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO02

Objection

Point 2. (Conserve and enhance biodiversity).

It would be helpful if all of the acronyms used in the
report were explained for the public. The migration
corridors from the coast to the Boldon Wetlands is
greatly impacted. Many migrating birds are seen on t
land each year particularly Canadian Ge€Bhis
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO3

Objection

Point 3. (Safeguarding our environmental assets and
natural resources).

This is a FOOD PRODUCING FIELD!. It is an asset t
could beessential where we have problems with
importing food into the UK. Once it is used for buildin
it cannot be recovered. It is totally disingenuous to
state that the size of the site 10.4 hectares MAY
increase the likelihood of air pollution and waste
generdion issues? ( ¢.460 cars, ¢.500 people!!!). It
categorically WILL.

This should be rated NEGATIVE not NEUTRAL.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO4

Objection

Point 4. (Protecting our Greenbelt).

Obviously anysreenbelt land is bordered at some poi
on its periphery with buildings. So | do not understar
0KS NBfS@IyOS 2F GKS | dzh
development of this site would result in the loss of an
area of Greenbelt land adjacent to

anexistingg dzA £ G dzLJ I NBlF é¢ o | OO
. NPy TFTASER aridSa aKzdz F
should ONLY be used for development AS A LAST




w9{ hwe¢ ' b5 Lb 9-/ 9t ¢ LThib !
should be rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO5

Objection

Point 5. (Enhancing our Green infractucture)
The site forms part of a GREEN INFRASTRUCTURE
CORRIDOR. How on earth can your assessor state t
the development of 231/234 homes with the
consequent reductio of habitat facilities and the
associated increased pollution and traffic congestion
have a

NEUTRAL IMPACT?. This is DESTROYING OUR G
INFRASTRUCTURE NOT ENHANCINa@sI$hould be
rated RED not NEGATIVE.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO6

Objection

Point 6. (Protect enhance and promote South
Tyneside's heritage and cultural assets).

You correctly state that the site is in close proximity t
both the Cleadon and Whitburn Conservation area.
Currently less than 200fmom the Southeast side of thg
Cleadon West Meadows Conservation area. The roa
in this conservation area are already beset with
problems associated with school parking and traffic
congestion. Building 231 houses with c460 cars adjaj
to this conservatin area will NOT have a NEUTRAL
effect as your report statesThis should be NEGATIVE
not NEUTRAL.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO7

Objection

Point 7. (Promote sustainable transport and
accessibility.)

Youstateh ¢ KA & &AGS Aa 6Stf 3
and is within 400m of a bus stop, however due to the
aAl S 2F GKS aAxdasS AdG O2d
comment by your assessor is almost laughable if it w
not so serious. It WILL result in traffi

congestion. There is traffic congestion there already
and accidents. It already needs traffic lights, particule
if you need to cross Sunderland Road to get on the b
to Sunderland.This is designated NEUTRAL and sho
be NEGATIVE.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJO8

Objection

Point 8. (Ensure the vitality of our town centres and
villages.)




,2dz adldS a¢KAa aridsS Aa
centre including community facilities and shops and
therefore scoredJ2 a A GA @St & | AL Ay 3
There is hardly ANY PARKING in Cleadon ‘'shopping
centre. People avoid going there

because of it. Hence so many shops failing there ove
the past few years as more and more houses have b
built in the village. This @oorly researched. Adding
more cars/ houses will ensure the new residents will
use neighbouring stores in Sunderland or Newcastle
the current residents do.Residents usually DRIVE to
these places because we cannot find a parking spaci
near East Boldon Btro to take us to Sunderland/
Newcastle.This demonstrates a complete lack of locé
knowledge by your assessorhis should be designate:
NEGATIVE not POSITIVE.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJO09

Objection

Point 9.(Encourage and support economic growth
within South Tyneside.)
,2dz adla6S GKFG adGKAA &AL
SYLX 228YS8Syid dzasS¢o {2YS2y
FARMING the siteTherefore it has a NEGATIVE impe
not an IGNORED status.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

OBJ10

Objection

Point 10. (Increase opportunities for employment anc
education and improve living standards.)

As the development of this site could result in one
person losing his employment on the sit€herefore
this should be NEGATIVE not IGNORED.

ST0199

Mr & Mrs
House

Resident

App 1l

Site Specific

HO03.7

0OBJ12

Objection

Point 12. (Provide better housing neighbourhoods an
good design.)

It is astounding that your assessor has made the
aulrasSySyid Gkl

(234) could contribute to providing BETTER housing
NEIGHBORHOODS in this area leading to a very po
STFFSOG F3AFrAyald GKSewge 2064
BETTER housing statement. The current housing
adjacent to this site are aspirational homes which en;
approx 0.2 to 0.5 acres each. Your current plan for
231/234 houses on this site would create SMALLER







